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REPORT 


OF THE 


BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR CANADA. 


To the Governor in Council: 


Pursuant to the provisions of section 62 of the Railway Act, as amended by sec- 
tion 12 of chapter 32, 8-9 Edward VII, the Board of Railway Commissioners for 
_ Canada has the honour to submit its Ninth Report for the year ending March 31, 1914. 
Since the submission of the board’s last report the Railway Act has been amended 
under and by virtue of chapter 44, 3-4 George V, entitled an Act to amend the Railway 
_ Act, assented to the 6th June, 1913. 
The following are the amendments referred to :— 


3-4 GEORGE V. 
CuHap. 44.—An Act To AMEND THE Raitway Act. 
(Assented to 6th June, 19138.) 


His Majesty, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate and House of 
Commons of Canada, enacts as follows :— 


1. Subsection 1 of section 35 of the Railway Act, chapter 37 of the Revised 
Statutes, 1906, as the said subsection is enacted by section 9 of chapter 62 of the 
statutes of 1908, is amended by striking out the words “ten thousand” in the second 

line of the said subsection and substituting therefor the words “ twelve thousand five 


hundred”. 

2. Subsection 2 of section 168 of the Railway Act is repealed and the following 
is substituted therefor :— 

“9. The company shall not, at any time, make any change, alteration or deviation 
in the railway, or any portion thereof, until the provisions of the last preceding 
section are fully complied with, or remove, close, or abandon any station or divisional 
point without leave of the,board; and where a change is made in the location of a 
divisional point the company shall compensate its employees as the board deems 
‘proper for any financial loss caused to them by change of residence necessitated 
thereby.” 


“hd 


PUBLIC SITTINGS OF THE BOARD. 


During the year covered by the period from the 1st April, 1913, to the 31st March, 
1914, the board held eighty-one public sittings, at which 702 applications were heard, 
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as compared with 102 public sittings for the previous year, at which 695 applications 
were heard, being a slight increase for the year. The number of public sittings held 
in the various provinces were as follows :— 


In, the province of Ontario 2% as sere eueare Navan Perec ety oo helen eee 65 
ss “ Quebec se 5oi5. PUR een crac eth ere ane ee ene ae 2 
s Maritime provinces':.°-25 «cols 4 Roel Mla, ei aed aie bie: teen ueiee eee 
province of Manitoba. f:. 7.2 cg) ae Oetl pe =m foi cielo ovement 3 
Ny Ny Saskatche wane ss We oa) cptee ete bred Vincente Cee ee 4 
SY . PWN ot - yg: ee ee Ee Pee er ie etc De lm re eo as 4 
Me es British Colmbia sy eh wee eo cy oo Le eles aust Sones ee em 3 


The applications heard at these sittings cover a variety of matters falling within 
the jurisdiction of the board under the Railway Act, from the application of a 
private individual for a farm crossing to matters of general public interest affecting 
the community at large, such as, for example, the question of railway, express, tele- 
phone, or telegraph company’s rates, or matters concerning the operation of railroads 
generally. 


FORMAL AND INFORMAL MATTERS. 


In addition to the matters heard at formal sittings of the board there are a large 
number of informal matters dealt with by it, that is to say, of a total of 5,566 applica- 
tions and complaints dealt with by the board, only 12.6 per cent were set down for 
formal hearing and 87-2 per cent were disposed of without the necessity of a 
formal hearing. Attention may be called here to the fact that these informal com- 
plaints, settled without a hearing, frequently entail a very considerable amount of 
consideration and inquiry on the part of the board’s officers, and cover a wide range 
of subjects, from the complaint of an individual relating to an overcharge in a railway 
fare involving a small amount of money, or the question of lost baggage, to a matter 
of general public interest affecting the whole community, such as a railway rate 
involving a principle affecting the community at large. 

A list of the formal complaints heard at sittings of the board, together with the 
disposal made thereof, will be found under Appendix “ B,” and a list of the informal 
matters, in the matter of complaints dealt with by the board, will be found under 
Appendix “A”, * 


GENERAL DECISIONS AND RULINGS OF THE BOARD. 


The following are some of the more important matters dealt with by the board 
at its public sittings for the year ending March 31, 1914. The full text of the various 
judgments will be found under Appendix “C” to the report. 


RAILWAY GRADE CROSSING FUND. 


In accordance with the provisions of section 7, of 8-9 Edward VII, chapter 32, 
entitled an Act to amend the Railway Act, provision was made that the sum of 
$200,000 each year, for five consecutive years from the ist day of April, 1909, was 
appropriated and set apart from the Consolidated Revenue Fund for the purpose of 
aiding in the providing by actual construction work of protection safety, and con- 
veniences for the public in respect of highway crossings of the railway at rail level, 
in existence on the said 1st day of April, the said sums to be placed to eredit of a 
special account to be known as “The Railway Grade Crossing Fund”, to be applied 
by the board, subject to certain limitations set out in the amending Act, solely towards 
the cost (uot including that of maintenance and operation) of actual construction 
work for the purpose specified. 
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In dealing with such crossings, the board issued, between the 1st day of April, 
1909, and the 31st March, 1914, 273 orders, providing protection as follows :— 


/ SE SIE GPRS TES 9 8s cs Daa aa ra a ee eae Re WS | 

i sg BMWS S066 oa b Cpa) SELES pe SRR ae a are 68 

. BELOW Sic S Leg fal Se RLS bh, case a eee On 41 

fe uy OVC CAUMULI OS OSError me Sohal he A PR Se ah ae iL) 

BePOUCTSIOMGL MSU WAVS ebiedisrh & .s\ierdlee Soot. oie ke ek Panera 14 

- AS COSI PRO LESCNCOL Saami Ths est Arabian ts NON eo, eiab eit oa elude, 2 

Fe SENSES SUSE os 9B GAS a OT 1 
lee 

hotelenumberion- crossings protected s..o<8 45-2 Ae Gs sce eons 306 


| It will be seen by comparing the total number of crossings protected with the 
Eight Annual Report of the board that the increase for the year ending March 31, 
1914, in the number of crossings protected, numbers 63, made up as follows :— 


Vac lOCLEICRDCLI Shue Si IE rr eh hie te 4 OD e ee ey 34 
BONO Seo. b, Gd Oe Se Oe SOG at ee a ee 17 
RSL SIGRID. 65 Gb. Sey 9 Liat ORONO CEE ee en ee ee 7 
MON CE DCAM SES een Sib eindinte IEE. Greens See ee Al lioks SEA eee. 3 
RC UVCL SION EO LIE hiv Sharir tats cosh t.e 52s, Jb eidevs cs Gba tie. ee on) oicb een 2 

* ee closing of streets... as: 

k 

- Total increase in number of crossings protected... .......... 63 


- In connection with the granting of aid to protective works under this fund, atten- 


tion is directed to the fact that the board has found that the limitation imposed by the 
Act has prevented contributions being made in as large a degree as would seem to be 
proper in the public interest in connection with the larger schemes for elimination of 
grade crossings. Such works in the larger cities will run into amounts exceeding 
$100,000, and occasionally as high as several million dollars, so that the limitation of 
$5,000 (not to be applied to more than three crossings in any one municipality, or 


more than once to any one crossing), fixed by the Act, would be a fraction of the total 
amount involved. 


RE REDUCTION OF EXPRESS RATES. 


The question of express rates was taken up by the board of its own motion, and 
after a very full investigation, and affording every opportunity to the express com- 
panies to show cause against any reductions, the judgment of the board was delivered 
by the Chief Commissioner, April 22, 1913, concurred in by the Assistant Chief Com- 
missioner and Commissioners Mills, McLean, and Goodeve. 

-- Consideration was first given to the express conditions in the East. It appeared 
that while no general reduction in eastern express rates had taken place, some were 
brought about in the following ways: By orders of the board in particular cases; by a 
revision of the Express Freight Classification; by a simplification of the companies’ 
rules and regulations in the interests of the shippers; by the table of so-called 
“ oraduate ” charges extending shipments of less than 100 pounds; by the new form 
of shipping receipt extending the companies’ liability by eliminating the qualification 
of “ owner’s risk” contained in the former classification; by the extension of collection 
and delivery limits at different points which by increasing the service amounted to a 
reduction in the rates. The above were some of the reasons which accounted for the 
alling-off in the net return on the gross revenue on express business in [astern 
Canada shown to exist. 

In view of the fact of this falling-off in the net returns, and the further fact that 


the Honourable the Postmaster General had announced his intention of establishing 
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The conditions affecting express business in the West were found to be very 
different. There had always been a different scale of charges betwen the East and 
the West, and while the companies claim that the cost of doing business in the West 
was greater and the density of traffic less than in the East, the board found that 
actual results of operations showed that undue effect had been given to these con- 
ditions. 

In short, upon the evidence furnished and the data before it, and having regard 
to the effect of parcels post in Canada which the board expressed itself as being 
unable at the moment to estimate, the conclusion arrived at was that the rates charged 
by the different express companies in the Prairie Provinces and British Columbia 
were unreasonably high, and directed that the companies submit new tariffs making 
a reduction of 20 per cent in the Prairie and Mountain sections from the present 
standard maximum tariffs on freight classified as “merchandise” carrying with it 
the appropriate reduction in the “graduate” table scale “K” and “M” and the 
special seale for single shipments of 500 pounds or over; said tariffs to become 
effective on or before the 15th day of July, 1913. 

A further direction was that the basis of the standard maximum mileage “ mer- 
chandise ” tariff should not exceed $4 for 100 pounds, in place of $5 for the Prairie 
section, and $4.75 for 100 pounds in place of $6 for the Mountain section, for 900- to 
1,000-mile group. 

For judgment reported in full see Appendix “ C.” 


BLIND RIVER BOARD OF TRADE V. GRAND TRUNK, CANADIAN PACIFIC RY., NORTHERN NAVIGATION 
AND DOMINION TRANSPORTATION COMPANIES. 


In the case of a compelled toll based on water competition, it is the privilege of 
a carrier, in its own interests, to meet water competition, but it is not the privilege 
of the shipper to demand less than normal tolls because of such competition, which 
railway in its discretion does not choose to meet. 

For the facts, see judgment of Mr. Commissioner McLean, Appendix “ C.” 


CANADIAN FREIGHT ASSOCIATION V. CADWELL SAND AND GRAVEL CO. 


A toll established in the first instance by a carrier of its own volition, having 
remained some time in force, is presumptively reasonable, and the onus is on the 
carrier to show, with reasonable conclusiveness, that changed conditions or increased 
cost of operation justified an increase. 


The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Mr. Commissioner McLean, 
Appendix “ ©.” 


TWIN CITY TRANSFER CO. V. CANADIAN PACIFIC RY. CO. 


The grant by a railway company to one transfer or bus company of the exclusive 
privilege of soliciting passengers on depot property is not an unjust discrimination 
against another transfer company within the inhibition of sections 284, 317 of the 
Railway Act (R.S.C. 1906, ch. 37), which prevents unjust discrimination between 
passengers, shippers, and consignees of freight, but does not concern the agencies 
employed for receiving or. delivering traffic at, to, or from railway stations —Purcell 
v. Grand Trunk Pacific Ry. Co., 18 Can. Ry. Cas., 194, distinguished. 

For the facts see Sa dpaitnt. of the Chief Commissioner, Appendix “ 0.” 


IN RE BURRARD INLET TUNNEL AND BRIDGE CO. 


The board will not pass om any issue arising between provisional directors of a 
railway company and municipalities in regard to the legality of payments for ealls 
on subscriptions made by the provisional directors, or other issues of such character. 
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2 A railway company whose organization has not been completed as required by the 

‘provisions of the Railway Act, but which is assuming to carry on business through its 
provisional directors, has no standing to file detailed plans of its undertaking with the 
board, it being necessary, on the part of the company to file evidence with the board 
‘showing that the provisions of the Railway Act relating to organization have been 
| complied with as a condition precedent to its right to file such plans, or of its right to 
_ any recognition by the board of any such partially organized company. 

Under the Railway Act, provisional directors of a railway company have no right 
_ to carry on the business of the undertaking, their powers being limited to those speci- 
-fically defined by section 81, subsection 3 of that Act, merely to opening stock books, 
receiving and safely depositing stock subscriptions, making plans and surveys. 
te The provisions of the Railway Act as to the organization of railway companies 
_and the amount of stock subscriptions are provisions made for the protection of the 
public and must be strictly followed. 
be The facts are fully set out in the judgment of the Chief Commissioner, Appendix 
“ay € 
: 


4 HUDSON BAY MINING COMPANY Y. GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
se a 


It is entirely within the discretion of a carrier to meet the competition of another 
_ carrier or not, and if it chooses to do so, when tolls are attacked as to their measure of 
reasonableness, not simply mileage, but conditions of operation, cost of carriage and 
volume of traffic, should be compared.—Dominion Sugar Co. v. Canadian Freight Asso- 
—cration, 14 Can. Ry. Cas. 188, at p. 192, followed. 
i The right of a carrier to consider the resultant traffic as a reason for a lower toll 
_on the original commodity, where hauled to points of manufacture on its own line, is 
_well established, and it does not appear justifiable to take the said toll as a measure 
of the reasonableness of what should be charged by the respondent.—Michigan Sugar 

Co. v. Chatham, Wallaceburg and Lake Erie Ry. Co., 11 Can. Ry. Cas. 353, at p. 868, 
followed. 

Where the tariff in force recognized the difference in value of ore as a basis of 
tolls, a minimum toll on all ore of a value of $25 or less was held to be unreasonable 
-and an order was made requiring the carriers to differentiate as to values under $25, by 
fixing new tolls for ores valued at $15 or under, and $20 or under. 

The board is not concerned with equalizing costs of production. It is concerned 
with the reasonableness of the toll, not with the rate of profit the applicant is making. 
—Imperial Rice Milling Co. v. Canadian Pacific Ry. Co., 14 Can. Ry. Cas. 375, fol- 
lowed. 

; The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Mr. Commissioner McLean, Appen- 
Bdix “0.” 


WESTERN FREIGHT RATES CASE. 


< 


‘The consideration of rates for the carriage of freight traffic upon railway lines in 
Canada west of Port Arthur, generally referred to as the Western Freight Rates Case, 
was finally concluded at a sittings of the board held in Ottawa on the 24th November, 
1914, when the board, after hearing argument by the various counsel represented at 

the hearing, reserved judgment. Judgment of the board was subsequently delivered 
by the Chief Commissioner under date of April 6, 1914. 


INCREASED MINIMA ON BUILDING PAPERS AND PULPWOOD. 


-- he Canadian Manufacturers’ Association filed a complaint with the board pro- 
testing against the proposed increased minima on building paper and wood pulp (dry) 
‘and wood pulp board, from 24,000 to 40,000 pounds, effective February 23, as set out 
in tariffs of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s Supplement No. 40 to Pe REN ar 
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FE-2352 and the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s Supplement No. 28 to C. R. C. 
F-25138. ‘ . 

A temporary order issued suspending the effective dates of these tariffs until an 
investigation and hearing could be had. After hearing, and upon consent, this order, 
in so far as it suspended Sup. No. 40 to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
C. R. C. No. E-2352, was rescinded. Sup. No. 44 was declared to be lawfully in effect 
from and including February 25, 1914. The order further provided that, upon the 
publication and filing of a supplement to the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s 
CO. R. OC. No. E-2513, substituting similar revised minimum weights on the said com- 
modities for the minimum weight of 40,000 pounds, shown in its Sup. No. 28, suspended 
by the temporary order, the said temporary order would cease to be effective. 


EMPIRE FLOUR MILLS V. MICHIGAN CENTRAL R.R. CO. 


The abrogation of milling-in-transit privileges, formerly allowed in respect of 
shipments milled at points on the respondent’s line in Canada-destined to points on 
or via participating lines and their connections, was held not to be unjust discrimina- 
tion, as it was shown that the participating carriers did not grant the privileges in 
question to millers on their own lines under similar conditions. 

Unjust discrimination in favour of United States milling points as against 
Canadian milling points is not established by proof that (in order to meet the toll of 
United States lines and participate in the business) milling-in-transit privileges and 
tolls are allowed over Canadian lines in respect of shipments milled at the former 
points, and not to shipments milled at the latter, where it appears that the Canadian 
milling points can enjoy similar tolls and privileges by an alternative route through 
the United States to the same destinations, so that there is no actual disadvantage in 
practice. 

Unjust discrimination is not a matter of tolls in the abstract, and the board is 
not justified in interfering on that ground without an affirmative showing that there 
is actual detriment resulting from the existing toll adjustment. 

Application for restoration of the milling-in-transit arrangement on United 
States corn, the product of which is shipped from St. Thomas to points on or via the 
Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies. 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Mr. Commissioner McLean, 
Appendix “C”. 


PILON VY. GRAND TRUNK RY. CO. 


When it appears that, at a large number of places in Ontario, under more or 
less similar circumstances and conditions, no extra charge is made for switching © 
traffic from sidings located between stations, it is unjust discrimination to make an 
extra charge of $3 per car for switching traffic of the applicant, a brickmaker, from 
a siding 2 miles distant from a station, C., who is in competition with brickmakers 
at said station —Christie, Henderson & Co., v. Grand Trunk Ry. Co., 9 Can. Ry. Cas. 
502, followed. 

For the facts, see judgment of the Chief Commissioner, Apppendix “ C0.” 


ROBERTSON V. CANADIAN PACIFIC RY. CO. 


Under section 338 of the Railway Act, the board is not a mere recorder of super- 
session, but has the right to exercise discretion based upon its judgment of the facts, 
and thereupon to disallow a superseding tariff, and declare the former joint tariff to be 
still in foree. 

Application to restore the toll of 42 cents per 100 pounds on mill feeds shipped 
from Lethbridge, Alta., via Sweet Grass, Montana, to Keremeos, B.C., over the lines 
of the Canadian Pacific and Great Northern Railway Companies. 


\ 
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The facts are set out in the judgment of Mr. Commissioner McLean, Appen- 


fh dix “QC.” 


RAILWAY CARTAGE SERVICE. 


The Canadian railways, through the Canadian Freight Association, notified the 
_ board that they had given notice of their intention to cancel cartage tariffs. The 
_ different interests affected protested against the proposed change, urging that the 
eustom of collection and delivery of freight by the railways was of long standing 
and that its discontinuance would necessitate a radical change in the method of 
_ handling and lead to congestion in terminals. 

The board was asked to suspend the cancellation until such time as the railways 
“satisfied the commission that adequate facilities and accommodation” had been 

provided by the railways adapted to the change of conditions. 

The time fixed, October 1, 1913, for the discontinuance of these cartage arrange- 
ments, was, in the opinion of the board, inopportune, and the matter was taken up 
with the companies with a view to arranging a more opportune date if the railways 

_ proposed in their determination to discontinue this service. 

| As a result of negotiations between the railways and cartage companies, the board 
“was advised that the existing arrangement would continue, but at rates in excess 
of the contracts formerly existing. 

Held, Mr. Commissioner McLean delivering the judgment of the board, that, 

+ while the cartage rates were quoted in tariffs filed with the board, the board had no 

- jurisdiction over the cartage companies performing the service; that the rates upon 

which the service was performed for the railways were dependent entirely upon 

- contracts over the terms of which the board had no control. 

The proposed tariff being a special one, the board’s affirmative approval not neces- 
sary under the Act. 


BELL TELEPHONE AND INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE COMPANIES’ AGREEMENT. 


The consideration of an agreement between the Bell Telephone Company of 
Canada and Independent Telephone Companies (non-competitive), providing for a 
general form of contract between the parties for the interchange of telephone mess- 
ages from their respective telephone systems and lines, is one that has for some 
considerable time engaged the attention of the board, and has been the subject of a 

number of hearings and much,correspondence between the parties interested. An 
agreement having finally been reached by the parties was submitted to the board, 

and on the 12th November, 1913, the board approved thereof by issuing an order 

_ known as General Order No. 114; the full text of the order will be found on reference 
to Appendix “L” of this report. This order disposes of the matter in so far as 
non-competitive companies are concerned; but the board still has under consideration 

the question of the giving of connection in the case of competing telephone com- 
panies and the Bell Telephone Company. 


CLASSIFICATION OF PEANUT BUTTER. 
| The Traffic Department of the Toronto Board of Trade, acting on behalf of 

interested shippers, applied to the board, under section 321 of the Railway Act, ae 
an order directing railway companies to provide a carload rating as of the 4th class 


for peanut butter. ; eis 
Section 317, subsection 3 (¢), prohibits railway companies from subjecting any 
particular person or company, or any particular description of traffic, to any undue, 
_ or unreasonable prejudice or disadvantage, in any respect whatsoever. 
The railways included peanut butter in the grocery list. 


- 
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Held, that so long as the present classification continues in force, this article 
should receive a carload rating as does practically everything in the grocery list. 

The question of a reconstruction of the whole classification was suggested, and 
the Shippers’ Association and the railway companies intimated that that was the 
proper thing to do. 

The Chief Commissioner, in the course of his judgment, concurred in by Mr. 
Commissioner McLean, expressed the view that this was a matter which should be 
taken up in conference between the shippers and the railways. 


HOWELL CO. Vv. GRAND TRUNK, CANADIAN PACIFIC AND CANADIAN NORTHERN RAILWAY 
COMPANIES. 


The difference in toll treatment between two points does not necessarily create an 
unjust discrimination, since they are on different systems of railways. Upon compar- 
ing the toll on imported wood pulp with the toll on the local product, and taking into 
consideration the mileage involved and the terminal charges on the imported product, 
the board found that the toll on the imported product was reasonable. 

Application that the increase in tolls on imported wood pulp to various points 
on the lines of the respondents be disallowed. 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Mr. Commissioner McLean, 
Appendix “ C.” 


MCMAHON V. CANADIAN FREIGHT ASSOCIATION. 


A railway company is justified in refusing to take shipments of C. L. and L. C. 
L. traffic to flag stations when consigned “to order.” 

Traffic to flag stations consigned “ to order” should be billed to the nearest regular 
station short of the flag station and sent on to destination, after the endorsed bill of 
lading has been produced and surrendered and the freight tolls paid. 

For unloading into the freight shed and reloading and for rebilling L.C.L. traffic 
from regular to flag stations, forwarding to and unloading at the said station, the 
carrier should receive the local toll between the two stations, and for C. L. traffic the 
through toll should be charged with an additional toll of $3 per car for rebilling and 
terminal charges. The detention allowance of forty-eight hours free time is computed 
from the time of notice of the arrival of the car by the agent to the consignee, after 
which the carrier will be entitled to charge the authorized demurrage toll. 

For the facts, see judgment of the Assistant Chief Commissioner, Appendix “0.” 


MINIMUM CARLOAD WEIGHTS ON GRAIN, GRAIN PRODUCTS AND VEGETABLES. 


_ The board having called upon the railway companies to justify their proposed 
increase in the minimum weight per carload of grain, grain products, and vegetables 
as published in schedule suspended by the board’s Order No. 116, the matter came 
before the board for consideration at its sittings held in Toronto on January 27, 1914, 
in the presence of counsel for the interested parties. Judgment was reserved, and 
the board subsequently issued an order (General Order No. 122) rescinding said 


x \r aw 4 or 
General Order No. 116, and permitting the companies to put into effect their pro- 
posed increase. 


EASTERN TOWNSHIPS LUMBER CO. V. TEMISCOUATA RAILWAY COMPANY. 


ace : me : : 

Notwithstanding the provisions in the Railway Act, that tolls may be increased 
on thirty days’ notice, the board, in sanctioning an increase, will take into considera- 
tion the effect such increase is likely to have upon existing long-term contracts 
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between consignors and consignees, and will, when necessary, suspend the increase 
for a reasonable period so that it shall not fall unfairly upon the shipper in such 
cases. ; 

The board, in dealing with an application to increase tolls, will consider the 


character of the railway, the nature of the traffic carried by it, average haul, average 


tonnage per train, and other conditions affecting its traffic, as well as the tolls charged 
and sanctioned upon the lines and the traffic conditions of the latter.—International 
Paper Co. v. Grand Trunk, Canadian Pacific, and Canadian Northern Ry. Cos. 
(Pulpwood Case), 15 Can. Ry. Cas. 111, referred to. 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Mr. Commissioner McLean, 
Appendix “C.” 


FULLERTON LUMBER AND SHINGLE CO. V. CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY CO. 


The board has no jurisdiction over the tolls for the transportation of commodities 
by carriers in a foreign country, and a joint toll in excess of the sum of the locals 
being prima facie unreasonable, it is within its jurisdiction to direct that a Canadian 
earrier should not, as its division of a through toll, exceed its local. 

___ A group toll arrangement endeavours to average distance and public convenience. 
If each point of a group is to be singled out for special treatments on a mileage basis, 
then the group disappears and the points with the shortest mileage get an advantage 
in marketing, therefore the board cannot lightly interfere with a grouping arrange- 


_ ment simply on a presentation as to one portion of the arrangement. 


For full facts, see judgment of Mr. Commissioner McLean, Appendix “ C.” 


REMOVAL OF AGENTS FROM AGENCY STATIONS. 


As the result. of numerous complaints lodged against railway companies operating 
in the western provinces, regarding the removal of agents from permanent stations, 
the board, in the exercise of its powers under the provisions of the Railway Act, having 
special regard to sections 26, 28, 30 and 284, directed all railway companies subject to 
its jurisdiction, before removing a railway station agent, to notify the local munici- 
palities or boards of trade of their intention to apply to the board for an order permit- 
ting such removal. The application and notice to state the grounds upon which the 
removal is sought to be justified, and to show, in each instance, the gross earnings for 
passenger and freight traffic and express business for the year previous. The order 
further directed that no railway station agent should be removed until such removal 
was first authorized by the board. 


REGINA TOLL CASE. 


The Regina Board of Trade applied under sections 314 and 339 of the Railway 
Act for a reduction in the tolls on classes one to ten, inclusive, from the head of the 
lakes to Regina, alleging that there was unjust discrimination against the applicant 
in favour of Winnipeg and other points in Manitoba. ' 

All tolls are fixed to the west at Fort William and Port Arthur, the basing points 
at the head of the lakes, in competition with Duluth and Minneapolis, similar points 
in the United States. The Canadian Northern Railway Company, one of the respon- 
dents, entered into an agreement with the Government of Manitoba, providing that 
in consideration of the guarantee of certain bonds of the respondent it would reduce 
its tolls to about 15 per cent of its tariff tolls on all freight other than grain to Fort 
William and Port Arthur from points in Manitoba and vice versa. : 

The Canadian Pacific Railway Co., the other respondent, reduced its tolls in a 
similar manner through stress of competition. The last-named respondent also 
reduced its tolls voluntarily between the Manitoba boundary and Canmore and the 


- Crowsnest; and in consideration of a subsidy to the Crowsnest Pass line from the 
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Dominion Government agreed to reduce its tolls from Fort William and points east 
to points west thereof. 

The respondents contended that the circumstances and conditions were not sub- 
stantially similar and that they were justified in charging a higher toll per ton mile 
to Regina than to Winnipeg, and that under the agreements above mentioned Regina 
was not entitled to the benefit of the reductions made by the respondents. It was also 
contended that the greater density of traffic from the head of the lakes to Winnipeg 
and other Manitoba points than to Regina, justified the lower toll basis. That Win- 
nipeg being a wholesale and distributing point had a vested 1ight to tolls on a lower 
basis than Regina. 

Held, (1) That no agreements as to tolls could defeat th» prohibitions and obliga- 
tions imposed by sections 77 and 315 of the Railway Act. 

(2) That the reductions were brought about by the different agreements, and 
not because of a greater density of traffic. 

(3) That Regina as much as Winnipeg was a distributing point within its 
own zone. 

(4) That the special class freight tariffs of the respondents from Fort William 
and Port Arthur unjustly discriminated in favour of Winnipeg and other Manitoba 
points to the prejudice and disadvantage of Regina and points west of the Manitoba - 
boundary. 

The judgments of the Assistant Chief Commissioner, appearing in Appendix 
“©” recites the facts fully. 


ONTARIO AND MANITOBA FLOUR MILLS V. C.P.R. CO. 


The board, in the exercise of its jurisdiction to prevent unjust discrimination, 
has power to order that milling-in-transit be allowed to flour-mill owners applying - 
therefor, upon proof that circumstances and conditions with respect to the traffic from 
the applicants’ mill are substantially similar to those of mills already enjoying such 
rate. 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment of the Assistant Chief Commissioner, 
Appendix “ C.” 


CANADIAN CAR SERVICE. RULE 2. 


Complaints were made to the board involving the interpretation of rule 2 of the 
Canadian Car Service Rules. The position taken by the railway companies was that 
the consignee should have entered the car within twenty-four hours after its arrival, 
and having failed to do so should pay'demurrage. Clause D of rule 2 provides that 
“twenty-four hours’ additional free time” shall be allowed “ for, clearance of customs 
where the destination is a port of entry, making the allowance for clearance of customs 
and for giving, placing, or delivering orders, forty-eight hours in all.” 

Held, That, under the rule, the forty-eight hours for unloading runs from the 
termination of the time allowed for clearance of customs. 


For reasons for judgment, see judgment Mr. Commissioner McLean, Appen- 
dix Ke Gnas 


SWITCHING CHARGES AND PRACTICES. 


The question of general interswitching is one that has been engaging the atten- 
tion of the board for some considerable time, and on July 30, 1913, the board issued 
circular No. 120, which was sent to all steam and electric railway companies subject 
to its jurisdiction, as well as to other interested parties. This circular asked, among 
other things, that the railway companies should make their written submissions on the 
whole question of interswitching, both as to practices and rates, and called attention 
to the fact that in addition to the question of interswitching, the board 
had received many complaints as to the local practices and charges. 
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The board also required the submissions of the companies as to what rules and prac- 
tices should be followed and charges made for services of this character at all points 
of sufficient magnitude on the lines of the respective railway companies to necessitate 
a local switching movement. 

As some of the objections raised by the companies as to switching movements of 
both cases were based on the insufficiency of the toll, the board desires the submis- 
sions of the companies to indicate the principle that, in the opinion of the companies, 
should be observed in arriving at a rate basis, supported by particulars of the cost 


' the companies are put to in illustrative movements. This important matter is still 


receiving consideration at the hands of the board, and the board hopes to have it 
finally disposed of at an early date. 


APPEALS FROM DECISIONS OF THE BOARD. 


For the year ending March 31, 1914, there were three appeals made to the Gov- 
ernor in Council from decisions of the Board. That is to say, an appeal by the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway Company from the board’s order of February 19, 1913, in con- 
nection with an application of the Mountain Lumber Manufacturers’ Association 
respecting lumber rates. This appeal, however, was subsequently withdrawn. 

The second appeal was that of the corporation of the city of Toronto, Ont., from 
two orders of the board, dated June 25, 1912, and numbered respectively 16842 and 
16846, in connection with the disposition of the matter of the North Toronto. Grade 
Separation, Yonge street subway. This appeal was dismissed. 

The third appeal was that of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company from an 
order of the board, dated May 14, 1918, in connection with the company’s application 
for the approval of the location of its station site at Prince George, B.C. This appeal 
was also refused by the Governor in Council. 

There were no appeals for the year to.the Supreme Court of Canada. 

The list of appeals from the board’s decisions to the Supreme Court, since its 
incevtion to date, will be found under Appendix “IX” to this report. 


ORDERS, GENERAL ORDERS AND CIRCULARS. 


The total number of orders issued during the year ending March 31, 1914, was 
2,597, which shows a decrease of 188 orders from the preceding year. Included in this 
total were twenty-three general orders, which is an increase of sixteen over the general 
orders issued for the preceding year. The nuthber of general circulars issued by the 
board, directed to all railway companies subject to its jurisdiction, for the year was 
twenty-three, as compared with fourteen for the preceding year. The general orders 
as distinguished from other orders issued by the board, are those affecting all railway 
companies subject to the board’s jurisdiction. A list of the general orders and cir- 
culars of the board for the year ending March 31, 1914, will be found under Appendix 


“TL” to this report. 


JUDGMENTS OF THE BOARD, 


A summary of*the principal judgments of the board, prepared by the law clerk, 


Mr. A. G. Blair, will be found under Appendix “ C.” 


APPLICATIONS TO THE BOARD. 


The total number of applications, including informal complaints made to the 
board, for the year ending March 31, 1914, was 5,566, which shows a decrease from 
the preceding year of 185. Under Appendix “J” will be found a table classifying 
the applications and complaints made to the board under the various sections of the 
Railway Act. It will be noted in this connection that the number of informal com- 
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plaints received and dealt with by the board for the year shows an increase of fifty- 
two as compared with the previous year. A detailed statement of these complaints, 
disposed of without a formal hearing, will be found under Appendix “A” to the 
report. 


TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT OF THE BOARD, 


In the Traffic Department of the board the number of tariffs received and filed 
for the year ending March 31, 1914, were as follows:— 


Freight tariffs. ineluding Supplements=.. ©... ©. aes Gi ew ss tenors 72,426 
Passenger tariffs including supplements... .. 2.6 2. «« «2 «2 «+ 22 «2 «#& 10,044 
Express; tariffs including supplements... .-°9 4.0... te 5 se foe) ei enone ene 9,817 
Telephone tariffs including supplements.. .. .. .. .. «2 «2 «2 - 1,703 
S'eeping and parlor car tariffs including supplements... .. .. .. .. +; 74 
Telepraph tariffsvand supplements... to) cc: ba cece euten iene eae eter eens 22 


This makes a total of 94,086 for the year, as compared with a previous total for 
the year ending March 31, 1913, of 76,058, being an increase of 24,028 tariffs. The 
total number of tariffs filed from February 1, 1904, to March 31, 1914, is 489,025. “The 
details in regerd to the tariffs will be found under Appendix “D” of this report. 


ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT OF THE BOARD, 


In the Engineering Department of the board a large number of inspections were 
made covering the whole Dominion. These inspections for the hearing ending March 
31, 1914, number 451 and cover inspections for the opening of a railway for the car- 
riage of traffic, in accordance with the requirements of section 261 of the Railway 
Act, inspections of culverts, highway crossings, cattle guards, road crossings, bridges, 
subways, and general inspections falling within the general scope of the work of the 
Engineering Department of the board. 


OPERATING DEPARTMENT OF THE BOARD. 


Under the Operating Department of the board is included the inspection of loco- 
motive boilers and their appurtenances, which has been carried on systematically 
during the year, and it is apparent, from the small number of accidents that have 
been reported in this connection, that the railway companies are complying with the 
requirements of the board’s order No. 14115, as per the monthly and annual reports 
for each locomotive filed with the board. 

It should also be noted that the inspection of fire-protective appliances and safety 
appliances on locomotives, under general orders of the board Nos. 102 and 107, shows 
that these very important features are being carefully watched. Systematic inspec- 
tion of station buildings and grounds has also been carried on throughout the year 
under the supervision of the officers of this department, in addition to the inspection 
of passenger equipment relating to sanitary conditions at stations. 

The board’s inspectors, in addition to the above-mentioned matters, have also 
inquired into complaints of a general character, referred to the department by the 
board, to a number of 800, and have also reported upon a large number of matters 
which come under their observation while doing other work, and which taken up in 
2 informal way have been settled directly with the railway companies by the board’s 
officers. 

— The activity displayed by certain of the railway companies subject to the board’s 
jurisdiction in connection with the “Safety First” movement is commendable, and 
its extension to a greater number of lines is recommended and urged. 

In connection with the investigation of accidents which comes under this depart- 
ment, the total number of killed and injured reported by the various railway com- 
panies subject to the jurisdiction of the board for the year ending March 31, 1914, 
was 2,493; that is to say, 594 persons were killed and 1,899 were injured. 


ae 
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The following is a table giving comparisons between the total number of passengers 
carried by the railway companies, the number of passengers killed and injured, 
and the same information as to employees, and as to trespassers, showing the num- 
ber of trespassers killed and the relative percentage thereof to the total number of 
persons killed for the year. The figures giving the total number of passengers and 
employees are for the year ending June 30, 1913. 


PASSENGERS. 
Be ee eae No. of Passengers killed. No. of Passengers injured. 
254 ‘ie a ee 339 
anes EMPLOYEES, 
fe of Hmployees with Railways. No. of Employees killed. No. of Employees injured. 
aaa a 249 ae 1,250 = 
TRESPASSERS. 
No. of Trespassers killed, Per cent of ae gre killed to total of 594. 
ee 


It will thus be noted that of what may be termed the preventable loss, 238 killeé 
under the heading of trespassers is a very large percentage of the total killed, and in 
this connection the board has, through the Attorney Generals of the various provinces, 
taken up the question of prosecuting trespassers on railway property with a view to 
limiting the large number of fatalities which occur in this way. 

The following table shows the totals by provinces as regards trespassers killed 
and injured for the year ending March 31, 1914:— 


Province. Killed. Injured. 

Opp TREN AG ig) a ics ln ss Cee ee raat ea IO 129 105 
Qyikel Werou so 1a a ea rch ee ee Dr ee Len etek NE Lie Oe aN nae 34 A 
TTIW ERG) OR Sc cs cate OR ee er ts take ti 8 EIR Mage or een Ie 13 a 
BS a eACCHC Wa ene ne ee Lic eee eee tec lile aecete tee) Waele isle steiale exe 13 A 
NUN SSS SP ie ap mee fe a a eas SPE ae eee TR RCE NE es < ers BREE: a if 
iexsiimath Clots. 2a daa oo oi ano cc anata clan Gee rence eaciero io mae ace iar : 
SCOTT APNE ed aT Ne al pc also e aias Wie etter esd Siow Dee tine aye alle W Sree eels 
1 rosie TRAE ER TRG Ie. a net SS Rae en NE Ried cere Pa oe Seen On aca el (ec Oe uN [obec ace eee 
Sat CTT en Taree Tit enn hE Ste es ahalduel coe ale sie Mysra.e si nek alayene | (fiegeisuouela. vr shstoiels)} sie\e ae 

Ces Gales a Seem aise cero eras = icloie ies eine tere ace oenenstirie 238 164 


A full and detailed report of the Operating Department of the board will be found 


- wander Appendix “F”. 
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FIRE INSPECTION DEPARTMENT OF THE BOARD. 


The work of the Fire Inspection Department has been continued during its second 
season, along substantially the same lines as those upon which it was organized in 
May and June, 1912. Co-operation has been continued with the forest and_fire- 
protective organizations of the Dominion and Provincial Governments, and this 
co-operation has been extended in both Eastern and Western Canada, until nearly 
sixty of the field officials of such organizations have been appointed officers of the 
board’s Fire Inspection Department. In this way has been handled a very large per- 
centage of the detailed field inspection in connection with right of way clearing, 
establishment and maintenance of patrols, reporting and extinguishing of fires by 
railway employees, and the construction of fire guards. 

The organizations which have co-operated with the board on the above basis are 
as follows: Dominion Forestry Branch, Dominion Parks Branch, British Columbia 
Forest Branch, Department of Agriculture of Alberta, Attorney General’s Department 
of Saskatchewan, Department of Lands, Forests and Mines of Ontario, Department 
of Lands and Forests of Quebec, and Crown Lands Department of New Brunswick. 

Regulations in regard to fire protection which were formerly set out in the board’s 
order No. 16570 will now be found under the board’s general order No. 107 issued 
under date of July 4, 1918, which has amended certain defects contained in the original 
order. It should also be stated that in general sympathetic co-operation has been 
given by the railway companies in the carrying out of the board’s general order. 

The chief fire inspector has prescribed the establishment of special fire patrols 
in forest sections where the hazard was considered sufficiently great to justify such 
action. These measures have been supplemented by the issuance of instructions to 
railway employees relative to reporting and extinguishing fires occurring within 300 
feet of the railway track. 

Marked improvement has been shown in the conditions of railway rights of way, 
large amounts of inflammable débris having been disposed of under the provisions of 
section 297 of the Railway Act. 

The requirements relative to fire-guard construction have been somewhat modified, 
as a result of a joint conference held by the chief fire inspector with representatives 
of the Grain Growers’ Associations of Alberta, Saskatchewan, and Manitoba, and 
officials of the railway companies concerned. The reports received indicate that a 
total of 3,899 lineal miles of fire-guards were constructed or maintained by railway 
companies in the Prairie Provinces. 

A total of 732 fires are reported as having started within 300 feet of railway track, 
throughout the Dominion, during the fire season of 1918. These fires burned over a 
total area of 21,528 acres, of which 19,984 acres, or 93 per cent, was young forest 
growth, and only 945 acres, or 4-4 per cent of the total area was merchantable timber 
land. The total value of property destroyed by the above fires was $40,779, of which 
$6,910 was for merchantable timber, and $23,235 was the estimated value of young 
forest growth destroyed. By no means all the above fires are chargeable to railways, 
since out of the total of 732 fires, only 373, or 51 per cent were reported as having 
been caused by trains. Forty-seven fires are reported as due to tramps, camp-fires, 
ete., and ninety-one to other known causes. Those.of which the cause is unknown or 
not reported make up the balance. The above represents a very distinct improvement 
over the situation in 1912 and previous years. 


ROUTINE WORK OF THE BOARD. 
RECORD DEPARTMENT. 


N 0 changes have been made in connection with the clerical staff of this depart- 
ment since the publication of the last annual report. Below is given a table setting 


ae ees oe 
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forth the number of applications, informal, complaints, filings and letters received 
during the year ending March 31, 1914, together with the number of orders issued. 


NET DCRROLed DOU CACLONS eNO... ec acleieot ela ee bee celeestclke oh ley cite, ala eed line 4,605 
Number of informal complaints. ae Menta cole tac ROS ro Nemna optont aac Aee Mae 961 
Total number of files made during the year. BERN Be fraar hy Pena i ie ror 5,566 
Total number of files made during the previous year. Perera ie eareie e 5 Od 

Decrease... .. Rie aaied cp kee o<Fa ls pe tae ate hey or tae PRIS 185 
Number of filings received during the year. nest Raise anton Pele) ples Beer ara ETO 
Number of filings received during the previous year. Losses ot Sie ates ponent eee a CO. 

Increase... .. BEEN Sak erch Ree ee oh eee ah Stee RRR oe 296 
Number of letters sent during the year. resks ae hia mee Mey ee Nate: 
Number of letters sent during the pr evious year. Pater hn tae Tea aOR Hd 

Inereasennc.). a5 Neath eaten MOM Wear Pi on eri miu 1,965 
Numbers of orders issued during ‘the 3 ViG ea tk okay shes pals era” has abd aee tienes 2,597 
Numbers of orders issued during the previous year. Be Some eat a i oe oe 2,785 

DCCL CASC HEME it Lac? Give aice sts Meatseesi eis scah os) alte agdlwerteg pars 188 


Under Appendix “J” will be found a table classifying the applications, com- 
plaints, etc., made to the board under the various sections of the Railway Act, com- 
piled by Mr. F. R. Demers, clerk in charge of the Statistical Branch. 

Under Appendix “ K” will be found a list of cases appealed to the Supreme Court 
and to the Governor in Council since the 1st of February, 1904. 


OBITUARY. 


Since the publication of the last annual report the board has been deprived, 
through death, of the services of its former chief operating officer, Albert J. Nixon, 
who died suddenly from heart failure on the evening of the 12th of January, 1914. 
Mr. Nixon had served some four and a half years as chief operating officer of the 
board, he having been appointed in July, 1909, and during his time of service had 
proved himself a capable and efficient officer, and his sudden and untimely death 
deprived the board of the services of one of its most valued officials. The vacancy 
caused by his death has been filled by the promotion of Mr. Geo. Spencer, of the board’s 
staff, to be chief operating officer of the board. 
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APPENDIX A. 


LIST OF COMPLAINTS FILED WITH THE BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMIS- 
SIONERS, YEAR ENDING MARCH 31, 1914. 


3836. Delay of the Grand Trunk Railway in supplying empty cars to a Toronto 
siding, when said cars are to be destined to points on railways other than the Grand 
Trunk. 

3837. Excessive freight rate charged on car of coal between Guelph and Fergus, 
Ont., on the Grand Trunk railway. 

3838. Routing given by the Dominion Express Company to a parcel of furs 
shipped from Cardigan, N.B., to Corry, Pa. 

3839. Proposed removal of Maharg station (formerly Calgary Junction, Alta.) by 
the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

3840. Amount offered by the Galt, Preston and Hespeler Railway for piece of land 
contiguous to their railway in Galt, Ont. 

3841. Delay of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in settling claim for a box of 
patterns lost in transit from Owen Sound to Belleville, Ont. 

3842. The Dominion Express Company collecting express charges at destination 
on a prepaid shipment billed from Belleville, Ont., to Rossland, B.C. 

3843. The Dominion Express Company’s charges on an automobile shipped from 
Winnipeg, Man. to Montreal, Que. 

3844. The Grand Trunk Railway’s inability to have sufficient empty cars supplied 
at Hull station, Quebec. 

3845. Unsatisfactory train service at Findley Station, Ontario, on the Grand 
Trunk railway. ; 

3846. Alleged excessive freight rate charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway on 
a motoreycle shipped from Port Arthur to London, Ont. 

3847. The Dominion Express Company, for alleged excessive charges on child’s 
rocking chair shipped from Saskatoon to Blucher, Sask. 

3848. Dangerous condition of Canadian Pacific Railway crossing the March road, 
near Ottawa, Ont. . 

3849. The Canadian Pacific Railway, for goods stolen in transit from Germany to 
New Brigden, Alta. 

3850. The obstruction to traffic caused by shunting operations of the Grand Trunk 
Railway at the intersection of Notre Dame and St. Ferdinand streets, Montreal, Que. 

3851. Dangerous condition of crossing of the Canadian Pacific Railway at the 
town line road near Blandford Station, Ont. 

3852. Delays in transit to shipments of freight on the Canadian and Intercolonial 
railways. 

3853. Car shortage on the Windsor, Essex and Lake Shore Rapid railway. 

3854. Delay of the Canadian Express Company in settling claim for loss of poultry 
on account of detention in transit between Gelert, Ont., and Toronto, Ont. 

3855. Alleged excessive freight rates on firebrick shipped from Toronto, Ont., to 
Cochrane, Ont., via the Grand Trunk and Temiskaming and Northern Ontario rail- 
ways. 

3856. The dangerous condition of the high voltage electric wi1es which cross the 
Michigan Central Railway tracks at Montrose Junction, Ont. 
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3857. The Grand Trunk Railway freight cartage service in the city of Toronto, 
Ont. 

3858. Increased switching rates on brick charged by the Grand Trunk Railway 
in Toronto, Ont. 

3859. Delay of the Canadian Northern and Canadian Pacific Railways in settling 
for car of wood lost in transit between Sleeman, Ont., and Winnipeg, Man. 

3860. The Canadian Pacific Railway closing a road depot at Okanagan Landing, 
B.C. 

3861. Unsatisfactory train service furnished by the Brockville, Westport and 
Northwestern Railway at Brockville, Ont. 

3862. The refusal of the Bell Telephone Company to install a telephone in a 
residence on Bordeaux street, Montreal, Que. 

3863. The condition of road-bed on the Brockville, Westport and Northwestern 
Railway. 

3864. Lack of notices or announcements as to destination of trains running 
small stations outside of Toronto on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

3865. The freight rate of the Atlantic, Quebec and Western Railway between 
Metapedia and Ste. Adelaide de Pabos, Que. 

3866. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway to settle for horses killed on 
‘their right of way due to lack of cattle guards. 

3867. The charges on local switching and interswitching at Winnipeg, Man. 

3868. The delay in transit to box of goods shipped from Scotland to London, 
Ont., via the Canadian Pacific Railway from St. John, N.B. 

3869. The Canadian Northern Railway, for not removing snow fences from 
property at Somerset, Manitoba. 

3870. The dangerous crossing of the Canadian Northern Railway across the 
Fort William road, about half way between Fort William and Port Arthur, Ont. 

3871. Delays of railways in presenting bills for icing refrigerator cars. 

3872. Unsatisfactory conditions with regard to loading and unloading cars at 
Simpson Pit siding on the Grand Trunk Railway near Killaloe, Ont. 

3873. Unsafe condition of engines on the Saskatchewan division of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway. 

8874. The Canadian Northern Railway, for non-settlement for right of way on 
the Canora-Sturgis branch. 

3875. Railway warehouse storage charges in Ottawa, Ont. 

3876. The delay of the Canadian Northern Railway in settling claim for apples 
frozen in transit. 

3877. The Canadian Express Company’s rates on cream. 

3878. The Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway and Grand Trunk 
Railway for discrimination in favour of certain firms and not supplying sufficient 
ears for the forwarding and delivering of freight. 

3879. Freight rates from Fonthill, Ont., to Merriton, Welland, Toronto, Port 
Robinson, Thorold, and points on the Grand Trunk Railway, Toronto, Hamilton and 
Buffalo Railway and the Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway. ; 

3880. Freight rate charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway on an automobile, 
shipped with settler’s effects, from Bulyea, Sask., to Vancouver, B.C. 

3881. The Dominion Atlantic Railway agent at Wolfville, N.S., refuses to count 
shipment and will not sign bill of lading except with shippers’ count clause inserted. 

3882. Prince Albert, Sask., not having a through-rate tariff, goods being rebilled 

at Saskatoon, and consignees having no way of checking up advance charges. 

3883., Lack of proper drainage at Cardale, Man., on the Canadian Northern Rail- 


way. 
3884. No shelter provided for passengers at Rideau, B.C., on the Great Northern 
_ Railway. 
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3885. Grand Trunk train despatcher allowing an engine to run from Fort 
Covington, N.Y., to Huntingdon, Que., in charge of unqualified men. ; 

3886. Great Northern Railway running through property without providing 
gates at farm crossings near Rideau siding, Grand Forks, B.C. 

3887. Bell Telephone Company’s rates for residence telephone at Mimico, Ont. 

3888. Dominion Express Company’s charge on an egg crate shipped from Lon- 
don, Ont., to Shawville, Que. 

3889. Manifest fee charged on express parcels shipped from the United States 
into Canada, and alleged excessive express rates charged between the two countries. 

3890. The cartage charges at Prince Albert, Sask. | 

8891. Alleged excessive freight rate charged by the New York Central Railway 
on goods shipped from Highlands to Valleyfield, Que. 

3892. The Canadian Northern Ontario Railway not providing proper farm cross- 
ings in the township of Camden, Ont. 

3893. Canadian Pacific and Canadian Northern Railway train connections at 
Saskatoon, Sask. 

3894. The delay in transit to car of buggies shipped from Brantford, Ont., to 
Arran, Sask., over the lines of the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo, Canadian Pacific, 
and Canadian Northern Railways. 

8895. Cartage conditions at Toronto, Ont., resulting from railway cartage 
teamsters’ strike. ; 

3896. Drainage conditions caused by blocking of culvert on the Canadian North- 
ern Wroxton to Yorkton extension. 

3897. Unsatisfactory drainage provided by the Canadian Pacific Railway at a 
subway on a road running north of the village of Neweastle, Ont. 

3898. Freight rate charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway on three cars of. 
potatoes shipped from Pocomoke, Md., to Montreal, Que. 

3899. Delay in transit to car of lumber shipped from Deschenes, Que., to Toronto, 
Ont., via the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

3900. Failure of the Grand Trunk Pacifie Railway to provide facilities for a high- 
way crossing over their yard tracks at Redditt, Ont. 

3901. The demurrage charges assessed by the Canadian Pacific Railway on a car 
unloaded within four hours after the free time allowance. 

3902. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway to settle for horses killed on their 
right of way at Lockwood, Sask. 

3903. Delay in transit in shipment of goods from Windsor to Orillia, Ont., over 
the line of the Grand Trunk Railway. 

38904. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway to settle claim for excess charges on 
a car of corn shipped from Chicago, Ill., to Peterboro, Ont. 

3905. Dangerous crossing over the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway at Vic- 
toria street, Shelburne, Ont. 


3906 Dangerous crossing over the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway at Main 
street, Shelburne, Ont. 


3907. Passenger accommodation and passenger cars provided by the Grand Trunk 
Pacific Railway from Prince Rupert inland. 


3908. Express rates on fruit, incoming and outgoing, in the province of British 
Columbia. 

3909. Proposed advance in freight classification on dump wagons. 

3910. The advance in freight rates on crushed stone, sand, etc., shipped to Mont-. 
real, Que. 

3911. Alleged excessive express rates charged by the Dominion and Canadian 
se Companies on consignment of grass seed shipped from Navan to Huntsville, 

nt. 

3912. Alleged excessive express rates charged by the British American Express 

Company to points on the Algoma Central Railway. 
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i 3913. The Canadian Pacific Railway engines setting fires to grazing lands at 
Viceroy, Sask., and employees burning fire-guards without proper precautions. 

3914. Delay of the Great Northern Railway in settling for flax seed lost in transit 
from Starkweather, N.D., to Forest, Ont., via Great Northern and the Chicago, 
Minneapolis and St. Paul Railways. 

3915. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway in settling for damages done to 
property at Alameda, Sask., by reason of snow fences being left erected beyond the 

required time. 

3916. Grand Trunk Pacific Railway rates on a shipment of cordwood from 

_ Rounderoft, Alta., to Edmonton, Alta. 
3917. Lack of proper fire guards on the Canadian Northern Railway in the 

vicinity of Strathmore, Alta. 

3918. Canadian Express Company’s inattention to claims for overcharges. 

3919. Refusal of the Dominion Atlantic Railway to carry out its contract with 
regard to “unlimited” tickets. 

3920. The Dominion Atlantic Railway not having its coaches sufficiently 
~ warmed. 
| 3921. The Dominion Atlantic Railway discriminating in favour of tourists from 
_ the United States with regard to excursion fares. 

3922. The Pére Marquette Railway Company, for placing time limit for loading 
fish at different points along their line. 
“ 3923. Alleged excessive freight rate charged by the Canadian Northern Railway 
- between Winnipeg and Kitscoty, Alta. 
E 3924. Alleged excessive freight rates charged on a car of seed oats shipped from 
- Rokeby to Margo, Sask., over the Canadian Pacific, Grand Trunk Pacifie and Cana- 
dian Northern Railways. 
: 3925. The Chatham, Wallaceburg and Lake Erie Railroad for the unsatisfactory 
_ handling of car of corn shipped from Pain Court, Ont., to Hensall, Ont. 
3926. The unsatisfactory manner in which the American Express Company 
handles empty milk cans between Welland, Ont., and St. Anns, Ont. Os 
; 3927. No provision being made, by Railway Companies in their new tariffs, for 
crockery, except under regular class rate (covering import shipments via Montreal 
and Quebec). 

3928. The Grand Trunk Railway Company’s train service between Haliburton 

- and Lindsay, Ont. 

é 3929. Canadian Pacific freight rate on cattle shipped from Bellamy’s Station, 

Ont., to Kazabazua, Que. 

3930. Delay in transit to a consignment of seed shipped from Chicago, IIl., to 

_ Bothwell, Ont., via the Grand Trunk Railway. 

3931. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway to install a farm crossing on 
a farm at Spruce Grove Centre, Alta. 
‘ 3932. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway in handling tracers for shipments. 


] 


¥ 3933. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway to entertain claim for damages 
done to property at Viceroy, Sask., by contractors of the said railway. 

: 3934. Freight classification of iron and steel materials for bridges and construc- 
ie 


tion work. ; 
3935. The alleged refusal of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway to compen- 


sate owner for extra land taken at Ottawa street, Richmond, Ont. F A 
3936. Unsatisfactory service of the American Express Company with regard to the 


handling of empty milk cans between Welland and St. Anns, Ont. 
3937. Alleged excessive freight rate charged by the Canadian Northern Railway 
on stock and settlers’ effects shipped from St. Rose du Lan, Man., to Cluny, Alta. 
3938. Delay of the Intercolonial Railway in handling shipment of trees from 
alifax, N.S., to Montreal, Que. 
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3939. Rates charged by the Bell Telephone Company for private wire connecting 
their works with private exchange. 

3940. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s proposed extension of telegraph 
line from Port MeNicoll to Midland, Ont., on the same side of the road as the high 
tension wires of the Simcoe Railway and Power Company. 

3941. Unsatisfactory condition of the road bed of the Brockville, Westport and . 
Northwestern Railway. | 

3942. Unsatisfactory lighting of Vaudreuil Station, Que., and other stations in» 
the vicinity of Dorion Village, Que., on the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific Rail- | 
ways. ; 

3943. The Canadian Pacific Railway constructing telegraph line on the same side — 
of the road as the high tension wires of the Simcoe Railway and Power Company, — 
running into Midland, Ont. 

3944. Railway charges for cartage in the city of Winnipeg, Man. 

3945. Car shortage on the line of the Quebec Oriental Railway at Richmond and 
Bonaventure, P.Q. 

3946, Oar shortage on the line of the Michigan Central Railway at Hagersville, 
Ont.. also alleged excessive switching charges at that point. 

3947. The Canadian Pacific Railway proposed straightening of main line, Oak- 
shella to Grenfell, through private property without any notice being given or any 
compensation being provided for. 

3948. Proposed Special Tariff covering rates on clay to be put into effect on May 
16th, 1918, by the Grand Trunk Railway. 

3949. Unsatisfactory train service on the Kootenay Central Railway (Canadian 
Pacific Railway) between Elko and Fort Steele, B.C. 

3950. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway in handling a car of grain from 
Donalda, Alta., to Port Arthur, Ont. 

3951. Railway Companies compelling claimants to deliver up to them the straight 
bill of lading as well as original expense bill covering shipment for which claim is — 
made. | 

3952. Loss of section. of a kitchen cabinet en route from Hamilton, Ont., to 
Naseby, Sask., over the Canadian Pacifie Railway. | 
3953. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company not giving the five cent per bushel — 
rate on wheat from any other lake elevator than Port MeNicoll when same is des- 
tined to Montreal for export. 

3954. The Canadian Pacific Railway not fencing the North side of their right of © 
way at mile 87-6 between Banff and Laggan, Alta. . . 

_ 8955. Car shortage on the Temiscouata Railway. 

3956. Alleged excessive freight rate charged on car of oats shipped from Thack- — 
eray, Sask., to Emo, Ont., via Canadian Pacific and Canadian Northern Railways. . 

3957. Rate charged by the Bell Telephone Compny for telephone connection | 
between Cambray, Ont., and Lindsay, Ont. | 

3958. Car shortage at Barry’s Bay, Ont., on the Grand Trunk Railway. 

3959. Lack of proper fire guards on the Goose Lake branch of the Canadian Nor- . 
thern Railway in the vicinity of Hanna, Alta. 

3960. Shortage of cars suitable for shipment of stone at St. Marys, Ont., on the 
Grand Trunk Railway. { 

3961. Freight rates charged by the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company 
between Clover Bar and Edmonton, Alta., and the inadequate facilities for weighing 
ears at Edmonton, Alta. 

3962. Unsatisfactory method Carriers and Transportation Companies have of 
dealing with claims for shortage and goods damaged in transit. 

3963. Freight rates on lumber from Cincinnati to Uxbridge, Ont., over the Grand 
Trunk Railway. 4 
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3964. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway in settling for some plow parts lost 
in transit between Winnipeg, Man. and Hume, Sask. 

3965. Proposed increase in grain loading charge embodied in Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company’s Supplement No. 5 to C.R.C. 2538. 

3366. The Bell Telephone Company’s interchange agreement, with respect to tolls 
specified in clauses nine and seventeen. 

3967. The Grand Trunk and Michigan Central Railway Companies making no 
reply to an application to carry telephone wires across their lines of railway in the 
; townships of Bertie and Willoughby, Ont. 

3968. Delay in transit to a car of grain from Bounty, Sask., to Port Arthur, Ont., 
over the Canadian Pacific Railway. 
ti 3969. Unsatisfactory drainage provided by the Canadian Northern Quebee Rail- 
way Company in the parish of St. Joseph de Deschambault, Que. 

8970. Car demurrage being assessed by the Grand Trunk Railway Company on 
_a tank car held on a siding at Onondaga, Ont., until the roads leading thereto were 
made passable. 

3971. Damage to property at Keddleston, Sask., caused by a fire started by the 

Canadian Pacific Railway. 

3972. Unsatisfactory condition of a ditch on the oa side of the Canadian 
Northern Railway in the Township of Atwood, Ont. 

3973. Freight rate charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway on shipments of 
brick from Portage la Prairie, Man., to points in Saskatchewan and Alberta. 

3974. Crude class of car seals ged by railway companies. 

_ 38975. Switching rates in the city of Toronto, Ont., alleged excessive freight rates 
on lumber, and inability of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway to supply cars 
at the time wanted. 

3976. Unsatisfactory collection and delivery service of the Canadian Express 

Company at St. Thomas, Ont. 

3977. Delay of the Great Northern Railway Conran: in fencing their right of 

way in the vicinity of Creston, B.C. 

3978. Delay of the Canadian Northern and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies 

in handling live stock, and having particular reference to a shipment from Ottawa 
to Port Arthur, Ont., over the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

3979. Freight rate and classification on a shipment of marble from Rutland, Vt., 

to Calgary, Alta., via Canadian Pacific Railway. 

. 3930. Condition of shelter at Dufresne, Man., on the Canadian Northern Rail- 
way. 
a 3981. Unsatisfactory freight service and delay in the transportation of goods 
‘shipped from Norwich, Ont., over the Grand Trunk Railway. 
és 3982. Delay of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in settling claim for an 
Mr amelied bath tub damaged in transit from Port Hope; Ont., to Bowmanville, Ont. 
a 3983. Express rates charged on a small parcel shipped from Pembroke, Ont., to 
Be0, Ont., by the Canadian Northern and Dominion Express Companies. 
3984. eeaeeiae passenger rates charged by the British Columbia Express Com- 
‘ pany between Quesnel, B.C., and Fort George, B.C. 
3985. Unsatisfactory train service provided by the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 


pany at Randall, Ont. 
3986. Delay in transit to shipment of castings from Oshawa, Ont., to Guelph, 


nt., over the Grand Trunk Railway. 
3987. Unsatisfactory location of Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s station at 


Brechin, Ont. 
3988. Dangerous highway crossing over the tracks of the Toronto, Hamilton and 
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3989. Canadian Northern Railway Company’s cartage charges in the city of 
Winnipeg, Man. 

3990, Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in tracing shipment of 
steam cookers billed from Toledo, Ohio, to Brithdir, Sask. 

3991. Lack of proper fencing and cattle guards on the Rossburn branch of the 
Canadian Northern Railway. 

3992. Excessive storage charges of the Canadian Pacific Railway at New West- 
minster, B.C. 

3993. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway to place any more cars on the town 
siding at Cobourg, Ont. 

3994. Freight rates on sand from various points on the Grand Trunk and Cana- 
dian Pacific Railways to Guelph, Ont. i 

3995. Dangerous condition of the tracks of the Canadian Northern Quebec Rail- | 
way in the vicinity of Grande Mere, Que. 

3996. Form of siding agreement of the Michigan Central Railway Company. 

3997. Unsatisfactory condition of cattle pass and farm crossing in the township 
of Camden, Ont., on the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway. 

3998. Fencing on the Midland Division of the Great Northern Railway. 

3999. Refusal of the National Transcontinental Railway Commission to provide 
siding accommodation near Point Blane, Que. 

4000. Action of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in taking possession of a car 
of coal shipped over their line for private use. 

4001. Unsatisfactory freight classification of binder twine, wagons, and mixed 
implements. 

4002. Unsatisfactory freight service furnished by the railway companies handling 
shipments from Kincardine, Ont., to Petrolia, Barrie, Toronto and St. Catharines, 
Ont. 

4003. Dangerous practice of railway employees leaving vestibule doors open on 
coaches while trains are in motion. 

4004. Unsatisfactory train service furnished by the Canadian Pacific Railway to 
and from Adamsville, Que. 

4005. Delay in the transportation of freight between Toronto, Ont., and Grass Hill, 
Ont., over the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

4006. Unsatisfactory train service provided by the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany between Belleville and Peterboro, Ont. 

4007. Lack of platform and freight shed accommodation provided by the Grand 
Trunk Pacifie Railway Company at Fort Qu’Appelle, Sask. 

4008. Loss and inconvenience caused by delay of the Candian Norther Railway 
in handling shipment of seed from the United States to Fort Saskatchewan, Alta. 

4009. Delay in the transportation of shipments handled by the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company from Toronto, Ont., and Montreal, Que., destined for Fort Qu’Ap- 
pelle, ‘Saskatchewan. 

4010. Index to the Bell Telephone Company’s Directory at Kingston; Ont. 

4011. Canadian Northern Railway Company’s engines setting fire to property at 
Plumas, Man., by emitting sparks from smokestack. 

4012. The Canadian Northern Railway Company taking land required for spur 
purposes without the owners’ consent in the vicinity of Prince Albert, Sask. 

4013. Proposed change in location of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company’s 
station at Hudson, Que. 

4014. The Quebec, Montreal and Southern Railway Company for dismissing a con- 
ductor who refused to pass a train register station. ps 

4015. Delays of the American Express Company in handling a shipment from 
Boston, to St. John, N.B. 
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4016. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in placing cattle guards 
and fences through property in the vicinity of Delroy, Alta. 
4017. Bridge across the Irrigation Canal at Calgary, Alta., being torn down thus 
removing the easy access of property owners to Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
_ shops at that point. 
4018. The Great Northern Railway Company interfering with traffic on highway 
near Crescent, B.C. 
4019. The removal of telephone from the freight office of the Grand Trunk Rail- 
_ way Company at Thorold, Ont. 
4020. Unsatisfactory condition of Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s culvert at 
the Seventh Concession Line, township of Tecumseh, Ont. 
4021. Delay of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company in completing its rail- 
~ way to Moosejaw, Sask. 
4022. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to install a subway 
crossing in the Rural Municipality of Lumsden, No. 189. 
4023. Drainage conditions on the Grand Trunk railway between the station and 
eastern subway at Trenton, Ont. 
4024. Freight overcharge and delay in transportation to a car of oats shipped to 
Lac St. Jean, Que., over the Quebec and Lake St. John railway. 
4025. Unsatisfactory condition of culverts under the Canadian Northern and Can- 
adian Pacific railways in the Village of Maryfield, Sask. 
4026. Alleged excessive freight rate charged on truck and baby carriage shipped 
over the Canadian Pacific Railway from Victoria, B.C., to Woodstock, Ont. 
4027. Lack of fencing on the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s right of 
way near Vassar, Man. 
4028. Unsatisfactory ‘train service provided by the Canadian Pacific railway at 
Biseo, Ont. 
4029. Unsatisfactory condition of Canadian Northern Railway Company’s yards 
at Kenaston, Sask. 
4030. Alleged excessive freight rates on lumber shipped from the Southern States 
over the Grand Trunk railway to Midland, Ont. 
4031. Blocking of highway crossing at Oreadia, Sask., by the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company’s freight trains. 
4032. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in settling for goods 
lost in transit between Winnipeg, Man., and St. Joseph, Man. 
4033. Alleged dangerous condition of loading platform at Hayter, Alta., on the 
Canadian Pacific railway. : 
4034. Unsatisfactory condition of Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company’s 
right of way on Empire avenue; Fort William, Ont. 
4035. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to switch a car to the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company’s tracks at Brampton, Ont. 
4036. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to have objection- 
able party removed off property which they sold at Edson, Alta. 
4037. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to allow a fireman to 
run a locomotive until he had passed his examination as locomotive engineer. 
4038. The Canadian Northern Railway for refusing to settle for horses killed on 
their right of way on account of lack of cattle guards. 
4039. Lack of fencing on the Canadian Northern railway in the vicinity of 
Delia, Alta. 
$ 4040. The Dominion Express Company, for withdrawing carload rate on Cana- 
dian fruit from Sumas to Calgary, Alta. 


«4044. Lack of fencing on the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s right of 


S 
way in the vicinity of Badger, Man. 
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4042. Lack of fencing on the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s right of 
way in the vicinity of Langdon, Alta. 

4043. Lack of fencing on the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s right of 
way in the vicinity of Bowman River, Man. 

4044, Alleged discrimination of the Canadian Pacific Railway pants with 
regard to cartage charges in the city of Vancouver, B.C. 

4045. Alleged unjustifiable dismissal of employee by the Grand cues alley 


Company. 
4046. Lack of iced refrigerator car service on the Boston and Maine railroad 


between Sherbrooke and Stanstead, Que. 


4047. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to give a rebate on unused 


portion of coupon tickets good between Montreal and St. Lambert, Que. 

4048. Unsatisfactory location of farm crossing installed by the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company near Reaboro, Ont. 

4049. Unsatisfactory service furnished by the Bell Telephone Company in Mont- 
real, Que., with regard to the moving of “ Blake Set” telephone from one apartment 
to another. 

4050. Lack of fencing on the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s Melford- 
Humboldt branch in the vicinity of Melfort, Sask. 

4051. Unsatisfactory condition of Edmonton, Dunvegan and British Columbia 
Railway Company’s highway crossings in Local Improvement District No. 549, near 
St. Albert, Alta. 

4052. The British Columbia Electric Railway Company’s increased switching rate 
between Eburne and Vancouver, B.C. 

4053. Alleged excessive rates charged on butter and cheese shipments, by the 
Ontario and Quebec Navigation Company of Picton, Ont. 

4054. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in sending out notifica- 
tion of the arrival of green feed at Medicine Hat, Alta. 

4055. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle for damage 
to bicycle in transit between Kingston, Ont., and Saskatoon, Sask.; also the alleged 
excessive storage charges on pieces at destination. 

4056. Collection and delivery service of the Canadian Northern Express Com- 
pany in the city of Toronto, Ont. 

4057. Damage to burying ground at Campbellville, Ont., caused by Canadian 
Pacifie Railway construction work. 

4058. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in putting town lots on 
sale at Cereal, Alta. 

4059. Lack of station conveniences and agent at Cabane Ronde, Que., on the 
Canadian Pacific railway. 

4060. The Grand Trunk Railway Company delivering car of coal to Valleyfield, 
Que., instead of Alexandria, Ont. 

4061. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to settle claim for car of 
coal shipped in error to Alexandria, Ont., instead of Casselman, Ont. 

4062. Unsatisfactory condition of fences along the Canadian Northern Ontario 
Railway Company’s right of way in the vicinity of Glen Ross, Ont. 

4063. Alleged injustice of the Grand Trunk Pacific Bndiwos Company in not 
granting rebate on passenger ticket issued to stockman on his way to shipping point 
‘of the live stock. 

4064, Grand Trunk Railway Company’s freight rates on lumber between Sher- 
brooke, Que.; and Montreal, Que. 

4065. Passenger rate charged for drawing-room accommodation on the Inter- 
colonial railway between Neweastle, N.B., and Montreal, Que. 

Pitas Pecan. § of the Grand Trunk Railway Cinna to make settlement for fire 

g property alleged to: have been caused by sparks from engine. 
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4067. Excessive shunting charges on a car shipped from the Don Flats on the 
Canadian Northern railway to North Toronto station on the Canadian Pacific railway. 

4068. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to lift cars from a siding 
at Calgary, Alta. 

4069. Unsatisfactory condition of roads leading up to Canadian Northern Rail- 
way Company’s elevators at Englefeld, Sask. 

4070. Unsatisfactory condition of highway crossing over the Canadian Northern 
railway between sections 5 and 6, township 39, range 3, west of the third meridian. 

4071. Unsatisfactory condition of highway -crossing over the Canadian Northern 
railway between sections 4 and 5, township 39, range 2, west of the third meridian. 

4072. Unsatisfactory condition of highway crossing, over the Canadian Northern 
railway between sections-33 and 34, township 38, range 2, west of the third meridian. 

4073. Unsatisfactory condition of highway crossing over the Canadian Northern 
railway between sections 2 and 3, township 39, range 2, west of the third meridian. 

4074. Unsatisfactory condition of highway crossing over the Canadian Northern 
railway between section 1, township 39, range 3, west of the third meridian, and sec- 
tion 6, township 39, range 2, west of the third meridian. 

4075.° Unsatisfactory condition of highway crossing over the Canadian Northern 
railway between sections 2 and 3, township 39, range 3, west of the third meridian. 

4076. Unsatisfactory condition of highway crossing over the Canadian Northern 
railway between sections 5 and 6, township 19, range 3, west of the third meridian. 

4077. Dangerous condition of way freight trains being run by the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company on their 11th, 12th, and 13th districts. 

4078. Refusal of the Canadian Express Company to settle claim for eggs lost in 
transit between Woodstock, Ont., and Montreal, Que. 

4079. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in handling a car of 
household goods shipped from McTaggart, Sask., to Baden, Ont. 

4080. Unsatisfactory train service provided by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company at Hatton, Sask. 

4081. New York Central Railway trains blocking farm crossings in the parish 
of St. Stanislas de Kotska, Que. 

4082. Freight classification of well casings and iron pipe. 

4083. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in making settlement of 
claim for goods lost in transit between Montreal, Que., and Prince Albert, Sask. 

4084. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in having bridge at farm 
crossing repaired in the parish of St. Maurice, Que. 

4085. Lack of cattle guards on the Grand Trunk Pacific railway in section 4, 
township 12, range 16, west of the first meridian, in the vicinity of Inglelow, Man. 

4086. Snow blockade of highway crossing over the Atlantic, Quebec and Western 
railway at St. Adelaide de Pabos, Que. 

4087. Inability to obtain settlement with the Canadian Pacife Railway Company 
for right of way in the west half of section 35, township 14, range 14, west of the 
third meridian. 

4088. Unsatisfactory telephone service provided by the Adelaide Telephone 
System in the vicinity of Arkona, Ont. 

4089. Numbers of engines not being clearly shown on engines and engine head- 
lights. 

4090. Lack of fencing on the Atlantic, Quebec and Western railway near McRae’s 
Crossing, St. Adelaide de Pabos, Que. 

4091. Routing elven to a shipment of cigars from Vancouver, B.C., to Prince 
Albert, Sask. 

4092. Proposed increase in freight rate on brick between Milton, Ont., and 
Toronto, Ont., over the Grand Trunk railway. 
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4093. Unsatisfactory freight and passenger service provided by the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company between St. Thomas and Glencoe, Ont. 

4094. Delay in transit to a car of potatoes via the Grand Trunk railway from 
Toronto to Comber, Ont. 

4095. Unsatisfactory system adopted by railway companies in dealing with rebates 
on unused portions of passenger tickets. 

4096. Unsatisfactory condition of drainage and culverts on the Grand Trunk and 
Central Ontario railways in the vicinity of Trenton, Ont. 

4097. Fire damage to property which spread from right of way of the Central 
Ontario Railway Company’s Bancroft*branch at Hybla, Ont. 

4098. Unsatisfactory mail and passenger service provided by the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company on its Kingston and Pembroke branch. 

4099. The Grand Trunk Railway Company routing shipments from Belleville to 
British Columbia points via the Grand Trunk Pacific instead of via Canadian Pacific 
railway, lake and rail, as directed on the bill of lading. =) 

4100. Delay of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in handling a shipment of 
seed corn from Blenheim, Ont., to Bracebridge, Ont. 

4101. Proposed blocking of navigation on the Fraser River, B.C., with bridge 
construction at Mile 146 by the Grand Trunk Pacifie Railway Company. 

4102. Alleged excessive freight rate charged by the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany on carload lots of poultry grits. 

4103. The Canadian Northern Railway Company holding up delivery of freight 
at Weyburn, Sask., on account of an unpaid claim in their favour. 

4104. Unsatisfactory location of Intercolonial Railway Company’s station at St. 
Philippe de Néri, Que. 


4105. Alleged neglect of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in not providing . 


water in stockyards at Sudbury, Ont., during the warm weather. 

4106. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for 
loss of personal effects while changing sleepers at Battle Creek, Sask. 

4107. Inconvenience suffered at the hands of immigration officials while travelling 
between United States and Canada. 

4108. Alleged lack of protection for cattle at highway crossing on the Canadian 
Pacific railway near Ponoka, Alta. 

4109. Improper cattle guards provided by the Canadian Northern Railway Com- 
pany in the vicinity of Beatty, Sask. 

4110. Lack of fencing on the right of way of the New Brunswick Southern rail- 
way (Canadian Pacific Railway Company) in the vicinity of Bonny River, N.B. 

4111. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company ‘to settle claim for 
financial Igss on account of delay in transit to a car of tough grain shipped from 
Cardale, Man., to Port Arthur, Ont. 

4112. Condition of ditch on Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s right of way 
on lots 28 and 29, concession 14, township of Hullett, Ont. 

4113. Lack of fencing on the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s Melford- 
Humboldt branch in Carrot River rural municipality No. 429. 

4114. Refusal of the Wabash Railroad Company to have trains No. 6 and 28 stop 
at Windsor station, Ont. 

4115. Refusal of the Canadian Express Company to deliver goods in bad order in 
the city of Toronto, Ont., unless they are given a release covering the damage to 
same. 

4116. Lack of fencing on the right of way of the Canadian Pacific railway from 
Golden, B.C., easterly. 

4117. Alleged excessive freight rate charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company on a car of settler’s effects, including an automobile shipped from Calgary, 
Alta., to Victoria, B.C. 


OO 
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4118. Lack of fencing on the right of way of the Canadian Northern Railway 
Company’s (McRorie-Alsask extension) in the northeast quarter of section 2, town- 
ship 28, range 10, west of the third meridian,-near Anerley, Sask. 

4119. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in settling a claim for 


_goods lost in transit. 


4120. Refusal of the Dominion Express Company to accept fruits for shipment on 
eastbound train No. 4 at Port Hammond, B.C. 

4121. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to provide a farm crossing 
over their right of way near Glencoe, Ont. 

4122. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company charging seat fare in addition to 
first-class fare between Medicine Hat, Alta., and Winnipeg, Man., on the “ Imperial 
Limited ” train. 

4123. Unsatisfactory condition of highway crossing over the Quebec Oriental 
railway in the vicinity of New Richmond, Que. 

4124. Lack of information, timetables, etc., with regard to the arrival and depar- 
ture of trains at various points on the Grand Trunk railway. 

4125. Refusal of the Intercolonial Railway Company to route shipments from 


~ points on their line of railway to points in the United States as the shippers desire 


them routed. 

4126. Dangerous condition of highway crossing over the Canadian Pacific rail- 
way on the road leading to Port Burwell, Ont. 

4127. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company not complying with the terms of 
order of the board, No. 16862, with regard to the stopping of mail trains at Lesage 
flag station, Que. 

4128. Lack of proper drainage at highway crossing over the Canadian Northern 
railway west of Vonda station, Sask. 

4129. Lack of accommodation for passengers and freight at Mulvihill siding, 
Manitoba, on the Canadian Northern railway. 

4130. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s agent at Ste. Anne, 
Man., to answer rural system telephone installed in the station unless paid for the 
service. 

4131. Fire damage to timber in the vicinity of Maynooth, Ont., alleged to have 
been caused by sparks from Central Ontario Railway Company’s trains. 

4132. Lack of farm crossing over the Canadian Northern railway in section 9, 
township 18, range 19, near Erickson, Man. 

4133. Dangerous condition of highway crossings over the Canadian Northern 
railway near Strathclair, Man. 

4134, Alleged excessive freight rate charged on a 7-pound package of tea shipped 
from Toronto, Ont., to Beaumaris, Ont., via the Canadian Express Company. 

4135. Lack of fencing along the right of way of the Kingston and Pembroke Rail- 
‘way Company near Caldwell’s Mills, Ont. ae 

4136. Alleged overcharge on settler’s effects shipped over the Michigan Central 
railway from Lythmore, Ont., to Radison, Sask. 

4137. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company removing a highway crossing over 
‘their tracks near Iberville Jct., Que. 

4138. The tenth-class rate on goods shipped over the Grand Trunk railway from 
‘Thedford, Ont., to Oakville, Ont. ; ; : 

4139. Inability to obtain settlement of claim against the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
‘way Company for stock killed on their right of way. 

4140, Alleged unjust dismissal of an employee by the Wabash Railroad ene 

4141, Delay in transit to mail crane shipped via the Canadian Pacific ea 
from Montreal, Que., to Hill Bank station, B.C., on the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Kail- 


~way. 
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4142. Alleged refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to construct a 
spur to brick plant at Dryden, Ont. 

4143. Alleged excessive express rates charged on shipments of cream from Ituna, 
Sask., to Winnipeg, Man., by the Canadian Express Company. 

4144, Inability to obtain settlement of claim against the Canadian Northern 
Railway Company for hay damaged by fire starting from engines. 

4145. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in settling for property 
expropriated for right of way purposes in the northeast quarter of section 36, township 
33, range 1, west of the second meridian. 

4146. The Canadian Northern Railway Company not providing a highway cross- 
ing where the Delisle branch crosses road allowance east of the northeast quarter of 
section 14, township 28, range 9, west of the third meridian. 

4147. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway in settling for right of way pur- 
chased in the south half of section 23, township 39, range 8, west of the fifth meridian. 

4148. Freight rate charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on carloads. 
of eggs shipped from Minot, N.D., and Minneapolis, to Vancouver, B.C. 

4149. Excessive whistling of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s engines in the: 
town of Canfield, Ont. 

4150. Delay of the Dominion Express Company in delivering butter shipments in 
the city of Montreal, Que. 

4151. Unsatisfactory condition of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s drain 
and bridge at Cabane Ronde, Que. 

4152. The careless handling of freight consigned to Hillbank flag station, B.C., 
on the Esquimalt and Nanaimo railway. 

4153. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s proposed tunnel North of Green- 
wood, B.C. 

4154. The Grand Trunk Railway Company running passenger trains without. 
proper lights in the coaches. 

4155. Alleged excessive freight charges on a shipment of household goods shipped 
via Canadian Pacific Railway Company from Red Deer, Alta., to Kansas, U.S.A. 

4156. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company withdrawing suitable elevator site 
from Ernfold, Sask. 

4157. Difficulty and delay in obtaining Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s ears. 
on Grand Trunk Railway Company’s sidings in Ottawa, Ont. 

4158. Delay in transit to a car shipped from Syracuse, U.S.A., to Guelph, Ont.,. 
over the Canadian Pacific Railway via the International bridge. 

4159. Lack of fencing on the Canadian Northern railway in the southeast quarter 
of section 18, township 18, range 20, west of the first meridian. 

4160. Refusal of the Great Northern Railway Company to grant a flag stop at 
Mile 186 between Mountain and Apex stations, B.C. 

4161. Alleged excessive freight rates charged on granite handled from Stanstead 
Junction and Graniteville, Que., to Hamilton, Ont., by the Canadian Pacifie Railway 
Company. 

4162. Refusal of the Wabash Railroad Company to give an explanation for violat- 
ing Canadian Car Service Rule No. 19. 

4163. The Bell Telephone Company compelling client to pay for unexpired time 
of contract although he had no further use for telephone. 

4164. Alleged exorbitant charges of the express companies in Canada on printed 
matter. 

4165. Alleged exorbitant charges of the express companies in Canada on paper 
and printers’ supplies. 

4166. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company using- private property in the 
kouthwest quarter of section 2, township 33, range 19, west of the third meridian for 
right of way for a spur track without consent or reimbursing the owner. 
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4167. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company not permitting transfer agents to 
solicit business at station platform or hotel at Field, B.C. 

4168. Damage to household goods in transit over the Canadian Pacific railway 
from Oreston, B.C., to Canfield Junction, Ont. 

4169. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to entertain claim 
.for cow killed on right of way due to lack of fencing near Kelwood, Man. 

4170. Lack of station facilities at Prairie siding, Ont., on the Grand Trunk railway. 

4171. Lack of fencing on the Grand Trunk Pacific railway at North Cooking 
Lake, Alta. 

4172. Unsatisfactory condition of loading platform on the National Transcon- 
Sie ctal railway (G.T.P.Ry.) at Nineteen-mile siding. 

4173. Unsatisfactory accommodation provided by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company at Oakbank station, Man. 

4174. Unsatisfactory station accommodation provided by the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company at Hazelridge, Man. 

4175. Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s employees being required to shunt 
ears on New York and Ottawa Railway Company’s sidings at Ottawa, Ont., without 
proper protection. 

4176. The Esquimault and Nanaimo Railway Company for abolishing the “ ticket 
system” in connection with buttermilk shipments between Duncan, B.C., and Victoria, 
B.C. 

4177. The unfinished condition of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company’s 
fencing on the northeast quarter of section 18, township 14, range 18, west of the 
second meridian. 

4178. The Canadian Northern Railway Company for failing to provide a crossing 
over their railway at road allowance near Craik, Sask. 

4179. Lack of baggagemen on the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s 
passenger trains operating between Montreal and Quebec, Que. 

4180. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Express Company to settle claim for 
butter lost in transit. 

4181. Unsatisfactory condition of fencing along the right of way of the Kingston 
and Pembroke Railway near Flower Station, Ont. 

4182. Increased rate embodied in Transcontinental Freight Bureau Tariff 5 G, 
Canadian Railway Commission No. 319. 

4183. Delay of the Bell Telephone Company in installing a telephone for a firm 
in Montreal, Que. 

4184, Dangerous condition of highway crossing over the Canadian Pacifie Rail- 
way at lot 8, West Zorra, near Embro, Ont. 

4185. Dangerous condition of highway crossing over the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way at lot 10, West Zorra, near Embro, Ont. 

4186. Dangerous condition of highway crossings over the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way at Embro, Ont. 

4187. The Canadian Pacifie Railway Company removing centre plank at highway 
crossings over their railway near Chesterville, Ont. 

4188. Car shortage on the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s Estevan-Forward 
branch, at Outran station, Sask. 

4189. Delay in transit to shipment of stone from Montreal to Adamsville, Que., 
over the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

4190, Delay of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company in granting deed for 
property purchased from them at Edgerton, Alta. 

4191. Refusal of the Dominion Express Company to settle for furs lost in transit 
between River Valley, Ont., and Montreal, Que. 

4192. Lack of proper fencing and cattle guards on the Melfort- Humboldt nis of 


~ the Canadian Northern Railway. 
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4193. The Canadian Pacifie Railway Company not filing plans or making any 
settlement for right of way required by their Kerrobert branch in “ Buena Vista” 
subdivision near Kerrobert, Sask. 

4194. The Canadian Northern Railway Company advancing ecartage charges on 
outward shipments at Winnipeg, Man., and collecting same from consignee at 
destination. 

4195. Refusal of the Temiscouata Railway Company to reimburse owner for cow 
killed on their right of way due to lack of proper fences near St. Honore, Que. 

4196. Delay of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in settling claim for goods 
lost in transit between Berlin, Ont., and Annapolis, N.S. 

4197. The practice of cattle owners in the township of Gloucester in allowing 
eattle to roam at large on railway tracks in the vicinity of Ottawa, Ont. 

4198. Inadequate shelter of the Great Northern Railway Company’s shed at 
Columbia Gardens, B.C. 

4199. The present method of constructing heavy voltage wire crossing over rail- 
way lines. 

4200. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to build a fence along © 
their right of way near North Bend, B.C. : 

4201. Lack of proper drainage at Hammonds Crossing, in the township of Chat- 
ham, Que., on the Canadian Northern Railway. 

4202. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to settle claim on account 
of the delay’ in transit to a car of potatoes shipped from Toronto, Ont., to Cobalt, 
Ont. 

4203. Alleged discrimination on the part of the Canadian ‘Pacific Railway Com- 
pany in the matter of freight rates on shipments from Forward, Sask. 

4204. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to settle claim for 
cow killed on their right of way near Badger, Man. 

4905. Lack of facilities for loading and unloading cars at Ernfold, Sask., on the 
Canadian Pacific Railway. : 

4206. The Grand Trunk Railway Company’s trains blocking highway crossing 
at Brighton station, Ont. 

4207. Unsatisfactory location of proposed station at Case Settlement, N.B., on 
the Central Railway. 

4208. Alleged excessive demurrage charges assessed on shipments of grain from 
Fort William to Port Arthur, Ont., on the Canadian Northern Railway. 

4209. Unsatisfactory condition of Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s stock- 
yards and stock-pens at Carleton Place, Ont. 

4210. The Quebee Oriental Railway Company not keeping their right of way 
fences in repair near Carleton, Que. 

4211. Unsatisfactory condition of fences along the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway 
. the northeast quarter of section 1, township 17, range 27, west of the second meri- 

jan. 

4212. Delay in transit to shipments of goods from East Aylmer, Que., to Kil- 
worthy, Ont., over the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacifie Railways. 

4213. The Canadian Northern Railway Company removing telephone and tele- 
graph service from Hearne, Sask. y 

4214. The unsatisfactory manner of handling fish shipments between Port 
Alberni and Vancouver, B.C., by the Dominion Express Company. 

4215. The Grand Trunk Railway Company using fog signals and torpedoes 
within the city limits of Brantford, Ont. 

4216. Any change in location of station on the Grand Trunk Pacifie Railway at 
Hubalta, Alta. 


4217. Uncompleted condition of road allowance on the Canadian Pacifie Railway 
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Company’s Weyburn-Lethbridge Branch in sections 8 and 17, township 8, range 17, 
west of the second meridian. 

4218. Alleged excessive freight rates charged on lumber from the United States 
to Midland, Ont., over the Grand Trunk Railway. 

4219. Freight classification on carload lots of mixed plumbing supplies between 
Amherst, N.S., and Port Arthur, Ont. 

4220. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company’s agent at Waldron, 
Sask., to have freight unloaded at freight shed instead of leaving it loaded in car on 
the siding at that point. ~ 

4221. The Dominion Express Company, charging an extra amount for icing ship- 
ments of fish. 

4222. Lack of culverts at public and private crossings on the Oak Point branch 
of the Canadian Northern Railway Company. 

4293. The Pére Marquette Railroad Company closing station at Ruthven, Ont. 

4224, Alleged discourteous treatment received at the hands of the Canadian 
Northern Railway Company’s agent at Ruddell, Sask. 

4925. Unsatisfactory handling of fruit shipments from Forest, Ont., by the Grand 
Trunk Railway Company. 

4996. Refusal of the American Express Company to accept consignment of fish 
at Port Stanley, Ont., owing to lack of car accommodation for same. 

4227. Alleged excessive freight rate charged on a shipment of tobacco handled 
from Quebec, Que., to Grand Pabos, Que., by the Atlantic, Quebec and Western Rail- 
way Company. : 

4228. Improper loading of a car of explosives by employees of the Halifax and 
Southwestern Railway Company. é 

4229. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company to con- 
struct a farm crossing near Dorion, Ont. 

4230. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to furnish deed for 
property purchased at lot 6, block 4, Brooking townsite, Sask. 

4231. Alleged unjust demurrage charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany on two cars of coal held in Vanguard, Sask., without consignees being advised 
of their arrival. 

4932. Alleged overcharge on a shipment of settlers’ effects shipped from Car- 
stairs, Alta., to Alsask. Sask., via the Canadian Pacific and Canadian Northern 
Railways. 

4933. Alleged overcharge on a car of oranges shipped from Montreal, Que., 
to Hamilton, Ont. ; 

4934. Delay of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in handling consignment 
of household goods shipped from Oil City, Pa., to Toronto, Ont. 

4935. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claims for 
horses killed on account of cattle guards being removed near Dewdney, B.C. 

4236. The bulletin issued by the Grand Trunk Railway Company with regard 
to yard limit boards at Algonquin Park, Ont. 

4937. The proposed removal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s Kirkella 
to McAuley branch when their Virden to McAuley branch is completed. 

4238. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company making switching charges when 
ears are diverted to “Hospital” elevators at Port Arthur, Ont., and Fort William, 
Ont. 

4939. Alleged excessive express rate charged by the Canadian Express Company 
on a shipment handled between Ottawa, Ont., and Scarborough Junction, Ont. 

4240. The American Express Company demanding an extra charge for deliver- 
ing shipments of milk from station to consignee in Welland, Ont. 

4241. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company proposed abandonment of present 
right of way through the town of Walhachin, B.C. 


q 


32 : RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


5 GEORGE V.,:A. 1915 


4949, Alleged dangerous crossing over the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s 
tracks at the first highway east of Clarkson station, Ont. 

4943. Refusal of the Bay of Quinte Railway Company to settle claim in full for 
cow killed on their right of way in the township of Camden, Ont., on account of lack 
of fencing. 

4244, Lack of fencing along the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s right 
of way in the Rural Municipality of Hillsburg, Man., and in the Riding Mountain 
Forest Reserve. 

4945. Alleged excessive rates charged by the Grand Trunk Railway Company on 
shipments of milk handled from Carp to Ottawa, Ont. 

4946. Lack of fencing on the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s right of way 
in section 21, township 9, range 24, west of the first meridian. 

4247. Grand Trunk Railway Company’s official opening a box of liquor addressed 
to the wife of an employee of that company. 

4248, The unsafe condition of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s right 
of way on their Pontiac division in the vicinity of Fort Coulonge, Que. 

4249. Unsatisfactory operation of trains on the Spokane and British Columbia 
Railroad. 

4250. Unsatisfactory drainage provided by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
in lots 27 and 28, concession 14, ‘township of Hullett, Ont. 

4251. Refusal of the Bell Telephone Company to allow members of an association 
to use the telephone installed on the premises of the association for business purposes 
unless they have a business telephone elsewhere and are paying a business rate for same. 

4252, Alleged excessive freight rate charged on a shipment of household goods 
handled by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company from Sumas, B.C., to Airdrie, Alta. 

4253. Unsatisfactory grading and drainage on the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company’s right of way in the township of Hope, Ont. 

4254. Unsatisfactory express service provided by the Canadian Express Company 
at Bracebridge, Ont. 

4255. Lack of fencing on the Canadian Northern Railway between Shevlin, Man., 
and Shortdale, Man. 

4256. The Grand Trunk Railway Company laying tracks on Railway street, 
Paris, Ont. : 

4257. Delay in transit to a shipment of household goods handled by the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company from Hunters River, P.E.J., to Vandura, Sask. 

4258. Alleged excessive express rates charged by the Canadian Express Company 
on shipments handled between Delhi, Ont., and points west of North Bay, Ont. 

4259. Lack of fencing on the Quebec Oriental Railway near Bonaventure, Que. 

4260. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company withdrawing station agent from 
station at Bittern Lake, Alta. 


4261. Unsatisfactory condition of fencing and cattle protection on the Canadian 
Pacific Railway near Exshaw, Alta. 

4262. The Canadian Northern Railway Company proposed construction of their 
line of railway parallel with the Canadian Pacific Railway at a point in the western 
provinces. 

4263. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to sell second-class 
tickets to students returning from the West. 

4264, Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in settling claims. 

4265. Advance in rates on sand and gravel as shown in Supplement No. 18 to 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s tariff C.R.C. No. W. 1820. 

4266. Excessive rates charged harvesters returning from the West as compared 


with the rates charged when going to the West when travelling on “ harvesters’ 
excursions.” 
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4267. Delay of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in handling stock shipments 
delivered at London, Ont., by the Michigan Central and Pére Marquette Railroads. 
; 4268. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to provide farm crossing - 

on the southwest quarter of section 24, township 23, range 6, west of the sixth 
meridian. 

4269. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company encroaching on private property 
in lot 12, concession 8, township of Neelon, and lots 1, 2, and 8, concession 3, township 
of McKim, Ont. 

4270. Fire damage to fences and pastures on the Central Ontario Railway caused 
by sparks from engines. 

4271. Fire damage to property on the Grand Trunk Railway near Muskoka Falls, 
Ont., caused by sparks from engines. 

4272. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for cow 
killed at Rutter, Ont., due to lack of fencing. 

4973. Alleged excessive freight rates charged on grain shipments handled from 
Bromhead, Sask., to Estevan, Sask., by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 
es 4274. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s charges for cartage in Winnipeg, 

an. 

4275. Alleged excessive freight rate charged by the Canadian Pacific and Grand 
Trunk Railway Companies on shipments of sand and gravel from Caldwell, Ont.; to 
Toronto, Ont. ‘ 

4276. Delay of the Windsor, Essex, and Lake Shore Railway in erecting shelter 
at North Ridge Road crossing in the township of North Gosfield, Ont. 

4277. Lack of drainage along the right of way of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company at Portneuf, Que. 

49778. Lack of crossing over the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway near Dorreon 
Station, B.C. : 

4979. The Canadian Express Company’s proposed increase in express rates on 
bullion from St. Catharines, Ont., to London, Ont. 

4280. Alleged unjust dismissal of Grand Trunk Railway Company’s employee 
in yard service at Toronto, Ont. 

4281. Removal of a highway crossing by the Canadian Northern Railway Com- 
pany near Bryant, Sask. 

4282. Removal of a highway crossing over the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany’s tracks at Glenboro yards, Man. 

4283. Unsatisfactory train connections at Yarker, Ont., by the Bay of Quinte and 
Canadian Northern Railways. 

4284. Unsatisfactory accommodation and conveniences provided by the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company at Blue Sea Lake, Que. 

4285. Refusal of the Bell Telephone Company to transmit a telephone message 
from Elmvale to Midland, Ont., because a municipal line was used to get the message 

to Elmvale, Ont. 
4986. Lack of grain doors for cars at Vanguard, Sask., on the Canadian Pacific 
Railway. 

4987.-Unfinished condition of fencing on the Spokane Falls and Northern Rail- 
way near Grand Forks, B.C. 

4988.. Alleged discrimination against Moosejaw, Sask., in the matter of freight 
rates on coal from Estevan, Sask., over the Canadian Pacifle Railway. 

. 4289. Routing given to a shipment of goods shipped from Georgetown, Ont., to 
~ New Westminster, B.C. 

4290. Lack of station agent and sufficient accommo 
Sask., on the Canadian Northern Railway. if 

4291. Alleged excessive charges on a shipment of clothing from Provost, Alta., 
to Toronto, Ont., handled by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 
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4292, Alleged excessive express rate charged by the Canadian Express Company 
on a parcel shipped from Alton, Ont., to Georgetown, Ont. 

4293. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to construct siding and 
loading platform at McAuley, Man. ! 

4994. Alleged excessive freight rate charged. by the Boston and Maine Railroad on 
shipments of brick from Sherbrooke, Que., to Ayer’s Cliff, Que. 

4295. Alleged shortage in shipments of coal received at Vanguard, Sask., from the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 

4296. Sleeping car accommodation on the Michigan Central Railroad out of St. 
Thomas, Ont. ‘ 

4297. Failure of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to complete their portion 
of the Helm Award drain in lot 25, concession 6, township of Ops, Ont. 

4298. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s ploughing of fire guards at 
Cowley, Alta. 

4299. Damage to fruit in transit between Winona, Ont., and Mumford’s Station, — 
Ont., on the Irondale, Bancroft and Ottawa Railway. 

4300. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s crews not placing cars at desired 
point on siding at Crandall, Man. 

4301. Refusal of the Bell Telephone Company to give telephone service until 
party has paid proportion of telephone line construction over and above telephone 
service charges at North Toronto, Ont. 

4302. Express classification of coffins and caskets. 

4303. Dangerous crossing over the Canadian Pacific Railway at Cooksville, Ont. 

4304. The Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company’s expro- 
priation of land for gravel pit in lot 5, concession 1, township of Murray, Ont. 

4305. The Grand Trunk Railway Company raising tracks on Norfolk strect, 
Simcoe, Ont. 

4306. Lack of station agent at Clover Bar, Alta., on the Grand Trunk Pacific 
Railway. 

4307. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to accept a shipment of 
wood from the Canadian Northern Railway Company consigned from St. Julienne, 
Que., to Mile End yard, Montreal, Que. 

4308. The Lake Erie and Northern Railway proceeding with construction work 
and alterations in the city of Brantford, Ont., without filing any plans for approval of 
said city of Brantford, Ont. 

4309. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to settle for right of 
way through the northeast quarter of section 19, township 27, range 11, west of the 
third meridian. 

4310. Smoke and noise from Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s trains shunt- 
ing on St. Patrick street siding, Montreal, Que. © 

4311. Delay in the transportation of goods from New York, N.Y., to Bristol, NB. 

4312. Unsatisfactory telephone service at Newtonville, Ont. 

4313. Lack of fences on the Canadian Northern Railway at Gainford, Alta. 

4314. Fire damage to private property and lack of proper fire guards on the Cana- 
dian Northern Railway at Benton, Alta. 

4315. Weeds on the right of way of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company near 
Crookston, Ont. 

4316. The Kootenay Central Railway Company not making settlement with 
ranchers and settlers for the right of way expropriated through their properties. 

4317. Demurrage assessed by the Temiskaming and Northern Ontario Railway 
Company on a car delivered at South Porcupine, Ont., which could not be placed at 
private siding on account of flood conditions. 

4318. Alleged excessive rate charged on a shipment from London. England, to 
Toronto, Ont., by rail from Montreal, Que., to Toronto, Ont. 
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4319. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to settle a claim for loss on 
account of delay in transit of stock from Port Rowan, Ont., to Hamilton, Ont. 
4320. Refusal of the Bell Telephone Company to place a telephone in residence 


in lot 4, concession 2, township of Colchester, Ont. 


4321. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company removing spur at Matlock flag’ 
station, Man. 

4322. Delay in obtaining refund from the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 

4323. Bangor and Aroostook Railway Tariff Canadian Railway Commission No. 
115, effective September 16, 1913. 

4324. Unsatisfactory construction of fire-guards by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company on the south half of section 26, township 4, range 24, west of the fourth 
meridian. 

4325. Inability of the Grand Trunk Railway to collect freight charges on desk 
shipped from Ottawa, Ont., to Longueil, Que. 

4326. Inability to have the Dominion Express Company deliver a parcel to Alder- 
grove, B.C., instead of Abbotsford, B.C. 

4327. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to recognize claims for 
alleged overweight on a number of cars shipped from Dalkeith, Ont., to points in Nova 


Scotia. 


4328. The Canadian Northern Railway Company’s construction trains making 
no provision for fire-guarding through the rural municipality of Cereal, Alta. 

4329. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in handling baggage 
checked at Toronto, Ont., and consigned to Carleton Place, Ont. 

4330. The Canadian Northern Quebec Railway Company’s agent not being on 
hand to sell tickets for train and failure of brakemen to call the names of station in 
French as well as English. : 

4331. Increase in freight rate on crushed stone on the Canadian Pacific Railway 


_ between points in the vicinity of Montreal, Que. 


4339. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company holding up construction work on 
the Toronto, Ont., to Guelph Junction line until complainants agree to bear the 
expense of swinging out of line at their property. 

4333. Proposed increase in freight rate on pulpwood from stations on the Temis- 
couata railway to points in New York state and points reached by the Intercolonial 
Railway Company. 

4334. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company not constructing highway crossing 
over their railway at road allowance between sections 21 and 22, township 9, range 9, 
west of the second meridian. 

4335. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s proposed expropriation of portion 
of private property at North Bend, B.C. } 

4336. Alleged excessive freight rate charged on a shipment of eggs from Sioux 


. City, U.S.A., to Lethbridge, Alta., handled m Canada by the Canadian Pacific Rail- 


way Company. 

4337. Inability of complainant to get a settlement from the Hudson Bay Railway 
for land expropriated on lot 18, block 36, at LePas, Man. 

4338. Loss sustained by property owner on account of the Canadian Northern 
Railway Company removing fences on the south half of section 25, township 38, range 
2, west of the fifth meridian. 

4339. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to furnish empty cars 
to move stock from one point to another in the local yards at Vancouver, B.C. 

4340, Alleged excessive freight rate charged by the Grand Trunk Railway OCom- 


_ pany on shipments of lumber handled from Lakefield, Ont., to Hastings, Ont. 


4341. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to permit an electric 


“wire crossing over their track when single pole supports are used. 
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4342. Station conditions on the Canadian Pacific railway at Hayter, Alta. 

4343. Unsatisfactory train service on the Grand Trunk railway between London, 
Ont., and Appin, Ont. 

4344. Pool of stagnant water accumulating on the right of way of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company at Mile 64, west of Cranbrook, Alberta Division. 

4345. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company failing to complete road to Wynn- 
del, station, B.C. “ 

4346. Delay in transit to corn cutter shipped over the Canadian Pacific railway 
from Toronto, Ont., to Indian River, Ont. 

4347. The Canadian Northern Railway Company failing to provide farm crossing 
at lot 21, concession 2, township of Pontiac, Que. 

4348. Refusal of the Bell Telephone Company to install a residence telephone in 
a house some distance from any pole line without making an additional charge for 
the construction of the line to residence. 

4349. Uneompleted condition of grading at crossing between section 86, township 
57, range 27, and section 31, township 57, range 26, west of the fourth meridian, on 
the Edmonton, Dunvegan and British Columbia railway. 

4350. Uncompleted condition of grading at farm crossing over the Edmonton, 
Dunyvegan, and British Columbia railway in the northeast quarter of section 36, town- 
ship 57, range 27, west of the fourth meridian. 

4351. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company assessing an extra switching charge 
Strathcona to Edmonton, Alta., on traffic consigned to points in British Columbia. 

4352. Proposed abrogation of tariff rate on pyrites from Queensboro, Ont., on the 
Bay of Quinte railway, to Buffalo, U.S.A. 

4358. Condition of Sydenham River bridge, near Wallaceburg, Ont., on the Pére 
Marquette railroad. 

4354. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company diverting creek in lot 5, concession 
1, township of Sidney, Ontario, thereby depriving complainant of focus for water- 
ing his stock. 

4355. Unsatisfactory mail service provided by the Canadian Northern Railway 
Company to handle mail for points east of Picton, Ont. 

4356. Delay in transit to a shipment of brass from Waterbury, Vt., to Westport, 
Ont., via the Central Vermont and Grand Trunk railways. 

4357. Alleged excessive express rates charged by the Canadian Northern Express 
Company and unsatisfactory express connections between the Canadian Northern and 
Canadian Express Companies. 

4358. Alleged excessive freight rates charged by the Canadian Northern Railway 
Company between Trenton, Ont., and Picton, Ont. 

4359. Unsatisfactory passenger train connections at Trenton, Ont., between the 
Canadian Northern railway trains and the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s east- 
bound trains. 

4360. The Grand Trunk Railway Company failing to give notice of a wreck on 
their line between Ottawa, Ont., and Montreal, Que., so that passengers travelling 
between these two points might have arranged to go by an alternate route instead of 
being held up at Moose Creek, Ont. 

4361. The Atlantic, Quebec and Western Railway Company refusing to handle a 
shipment of fish on account of freight train being off the track. 

4362. Failure of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to provide proper 
drainage or install cattle pass on complainant’s property at Kenilworth, Ont. 

4363. Drainage conditions on the Grand Trunk Railway at lot 23, concession 2, 
township of Rawdon, Ont. 

4364. Unsatisfactory treatment received by passengers when accident occurred 
at St. Annes, Ont., on the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway. 
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4365. Unsatisfactory handling of a shipment of fresh fish from Vancouver, B.C., 


_ to Toronto, Ont., and Montreal, Que., via the Canadian Pacific Railway. Refusal oF 


the Oanidian Paine Railway Company to switch any more cars for the complainant. 

4366. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to entertain claim for 
cow killed on their track near Wylie, Ont., claiming they are exempt from fencing 
that portion of their line. 

4367. Lack of fencing on the Canadian Northern Railway near Vassar, Man., 
in the southeast quarter of section yao township 2, range 12, west of the first mendion: 

4368. Unsatisfactory freight service furnished by the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company at Sarnia, Ont. | 

4369. The Grand Trunk Railway Company removing centre plank from farm 
crossing on lot 20, concession 4, township of Pittsburg, Ont. 

4370. The Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company’s engines 
whistling and ringing bells on Sunday in Bowmanville, Ont. 

4371. Lack of long distance telephone connection with the township of Hope, 
Ontario. 

4372. Order issued by the Quebec and Oriental Railway Company with regard 
to height restriction in loading cars with lumber. 

4373. Lack of facilities for loading stock or grain at Eldred, Sask., on the. 
Canadian Northern Railway, and no crossing provided at the station. 

4374. Cattle being killed by the Canadign Northern Railway trains on the south- 
east quarter of section 2, township 36, range 19, west of the fourth meridian, and 
that fire-guards are being grown over with weeds in that district. 

4375. The Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk Railway Companies eee 
arrangement in connection with the completion of carload shipments of grain in 
transit. : 

4376. Unsatisfactory treatment received at the hands of the Bell Telephone 
Company in the vicinity of Mountain, Ont. 

4377. Alleged excessive charges assessed by the Canadian Express Company on 
a parcel shipped from Montreal, Que., to St. Lambert, Que. 

4378. Unsatisfactory condition of planking at road crossings over the Canadian 
Pacific railway between Regina, Sask., and Moosejaw, Sask. 

4379. Alleged excessive storage charged on an engineer’s tripod left in the cee 
dian Pacific Railway Company’s baggage room at Ottawa, Ont. 

4380. Neglected condition of right of way, fences, gates, and crossings of the 
Quebec Oriental Railway Company-in the municipality of Maria, Que. 

4381. Condition of crossings over the Grand Trunk Pacific railway between 
Wabamun and Fallis, Alta. 

4382. Lack of propér fencing on the right of way of the Canadian Northern Rail- 
way Company in the vicinity of Bowsman River, Man. 

4383. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company not making satisfactory settle- 
ment for right of way expropriated in the west half of section 34, township 34, 
range 19, west of the third meridian. 

4384. The Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway Company for not having 
any agent at Midway, B.C. : 

4385. Alleged excessive telephone rate charged by the British Columbia Tele- 
phone Company for service at Beaumont, B.C. 

4386. Car shortage at Lougheed, Alta, on the Canadian Pacific railway. 

4387. Car shortage at Ruddell, Sask., on the Canadian Northern Railway. 

4888. Proposed change of the Gaaadiah Northern Railway Company’s terminal 
from North Battleford, Sask., to Humboldt, Sask., or Saskatoon, Sask. 

4389. Refusal of the an ay companies running out of Victoria, B.C., to accept 
a mixed carload of flour, feed, baled hay, and straw. 


~ 
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4390. The minimum on ecarload shipments of potatoes in the prey ince of Ontario 
as compared with the province of New Brunswick. 

391. Unsatisfactory manner in which the Grand Trunk -Railway Company 
handle overcharge claims at Detroit, Mich. 

4392. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in settling claim for 
rebate on freight charges covering a shipment of lumber handled between Portland, 
Ore., and Walsh, Alta. 

4393. Alleged excessive storage charges. placed on an engineer’s tripod left in 
baggage room of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company at Ottawa, Ont. 

4394. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company erecting snow fences on private 
property at Reaboro, Ont. : 

4395. Unsatisfactory delivery of the Canadian Express Company in the city of 
Montreal, Que. 

4396. Delay of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in paying salary of mail 
carrier between Winona station, Ont., and Winona post office. 

4397. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s agent at Seattle, — 
Wash., to reserve accommodation for travellers requiring berths for one-night rides 
in the West. 

4398. Lack of cattle-guards on the right of way of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company in the vicinity of Camrose, Alta. : 

4399. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to make refund for 
money spent furnishing grain doors for cars at Wilcox, Sask. 

4400. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to entertain claim 
for cow killed on account of right of way not being fenced in the vicinity of Engel- 
feld, Sask. 

4401. Damage to private property on account of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company constructing double track through lot 6, concession 2, township of Nassa- 
gaweya, Ontario, and on account of lack of drainage at that point. 

4402. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to release trunk 
handled between Winnipeg, Man., and Saskatoon, Sask., unless complainant paid extra 
charges on same which accrued owing to the trunk containing honey along with 
wearing apparel. 

4403. Alleged excessive freight rate charged by the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany on a shipment of manure handled between Toronto, Ont., and Walsh, Ont. 

4404. The Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company construct- 
ing their line of railway through lot 25, concession 8, township of Camden, Ont., 
without giving complainant access to water. 

4405. Alleged excessive rate charged on the shipment of horses via the Grand 
Trunk and Canadian Pacific Railways from Ottawa, Ont., to Westmount, Que. 

4406. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in constructing a second 
water stand pipe at Arnprior, Ont. 

4407. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s bridge over the north branch of 
the Clyde river, Ontario, being too low to allow the passing of a log drive. 

4408. The Gananoque Electric Light Company stringing power wires over the 
tracks of the Thousand Islands Railway Company at Victoria avenue, Gananoque, 
Ont. 

4409. Unsatisfactory cattle-guards provided on the right of way of the Canadian 
Northern Railway Company near Onoway, Alta. 

4410. Dangerous crossing over the Grand Trunk Railway, 1 mile north of Elm- 
vale, Ont. 

4411. The uncompleted condition of Leeds siding at Tapley’s Mills, N.B., on the 
Canadian Pacific Railway. 

4472. Unsatisfactory treatment received from the Canadian Northern Railway 
Company in connection with cattle pass and right of way expropriated in the west half 
of section 9, township 16, range 26, west of the second meridian. 
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4413. Unsatisfactory method of handling milk and cream shipments on the Grand 
Trunk and Canadian Pacific Railways into Montreal, Que. 

4414. Inability of complainant to obtain any compensation from the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company on account of certain objectionable constructions in the 
neighbourhood of his property at Ingersoll, Ont. 

4415. Unsatisfactory condition of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
Railway Company’s crossing at lot 34, township of Sidney, Ontario. 

4416. Dangerous level crossing over the Canadian Northern Quebec Railway at 
Bennett street, Maisonneuve, Que. 

4417. Refusal of the Quebec Oriental Railway Company to make any delivery of 
freight until complainant withdrew claims for goods lost in transit. 

4418. Failure of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to fulfil promises that 
siding and loading platform would be constructed at a point between Sibbald, Alta., 
and Benton, Alta. 

4419. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to entertain claim for 
shipment of hardware lost in transit between London, Ont., and Dobbington flag 
station, Ont. 

4420. Lack of drainage facilities on the right of way of the Campbellford, Lake 
Ontario and Western Railway at lots 23 and 24, concession 1, township of Sidney, Ont. 

4491. Dangerous level crossing of the Georgian Bay and Seaboard Railway in 
the north half of lot 2, concession 8, township of Eldon, Ont. 

4499. Shortage of cars for handling grain on the Canadian Northern Railway - 
at Kindersley, Sask. 

4423. Alleged excessive berth rate charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company between Vancouver, B.C., and Sicamous, B.C. 

4424, The Quebec, Montreal and Southern Railway Company increasing the mini- 
mum weight on carload lumber and also increasing the freight rate per car. 

4495. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to compensate 
employee injured while manipulating defective appliance. 

4496. Car shortage on the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway at Estlin, Sask. 

4427, Delay in transit to shipment of shingles handled by the Grand Trunk 
~ Railway Company from Chicago, Ill., to Hespeler, Ont. 

4498, Inability to obtain- compensation from the Canadian Northern Railway 
Company for hay burnt in fire starting from spark from steam shovel. 

4429, Lack of accommodation for freight at Alcona, Ont., on the Grand Trunk 
Pacific Railway. 

‘ 4430. The regulations of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company with regard 
to the shipment of sheep in Alberta. 

4431. The issuance of proposed Boston and Maine Railroad Tariff No. 1457. 

4432. Unsatisfactory drainage provided by the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany where they are filling in grades in the vicinity of Regina, Sask. 

4433. Alleged excessive charges levied by the Intercolonial Railway for the 
reloading of lumber on a larger car while in transit from River John, N.S., to 


Trenton, N.S. , Foe 
4434, Unsatisfactory delivery limits of the Dominion Express Company at 


Calgary, Alta. 
4435, Dangerous level crossing of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway at Amelia 
street, Fort Rouge, Man. 
4436, Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to plank complain- 
ant’s farm crossing on the northwest quarter of section 17, township 43, range 2, west 
of the fourth meridian. ale 
4437, Alleged proposed increase in freight rate on anthracite and bituminous coal. 
4438, Refusal of the Canadian Express Company to reimburse shipper for loss 
of peacock which died in transit en route from Strathroy, Ont., to Standard, Alta. 
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4439. Refusal of the Northern Pacific Railway Company to furnish return fare 
from Toronto, Ont., to Winnipeg, Man., on presentation of certificate that complainant 
was attending the Canadian Pharmaceutical Convention. 

4440, The Grand Trunk Railway Company insisting on a locomotive engineer 
running a light engine for a shorter distance than 25 miles without a pilot. 

4441, The Canadian Pacific Railway Company charging $45 in advance on ship- 
ments of grain over their Weyburn-Lethbridge branch. 

4449. Oar shortage at Canterbury, N.B., on the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

4443. Increase in the minimum carload weights on hay shipments to the United 
States. ’ 

4444. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company taking up tracks of the Fort 
William Street Railway where they intersect at Sixth street, Fort William, Ont. | 

4445. Blocking of King street, Berlin, Ont., by shunting operations of the — 
Grand Trunk Railway Company. | 

4446. Alleged excessive freight rate charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company on a shipment of household goods shipped from Cowley, Alta., to Elora, Ont. — 

4447, Proposed increase in freight rates on turnips and potatoes in Ontario. 

4448, Demurrage charges assessed by the Grand Trunk Railway Company on cars | 
which could not be placed on the siding in Stratford, Ont., where they were wanted — 
owing to the railway company putting the siding out of use temporarily. | 

4449, Alleged excessive freight rates on live stock from points in Alberta to the | 
east and west, as compared with rates charged on American railroads covering the 
same distances. | 

4450. Delay in transit to a shipment of goods handled by the Grand Trunk — 
Railway Company from Hamilton, Ont., to Welland, Ont. . 

4451. Alleged excessive charges collected by the Dominion Express Company on ~ 
a parcel shipped from Winnipeg, Man., to Castlegar Junction, B.C. | 

4452. Failure of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to keep promises ~ 
with regard to immediate payment for right of way and to pay for supplies furnished 
to surveyors on their Goose Lake branch. 

4453. Refusal of the Atlantic, Quebec and Western Railway Company to furnish 
farm crossing in the vicinity of Grande Riviére, Que. 

4454, Failure of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to build adequate 
fenees along their Goose Lake branch. 

4455. Car shortage at Hyas, Sask., on the Canadian Northern Railway. 

4456. Refusal of the Quebec Oriental Railway Company to open highway across 
ee tracks between lots 6 and 7, leading to the second range, at L’Anse Brillant, 
Que. 

4457. Unsatisfactory train connection made between the Pére Marquette and 
Grand Trunk Railway trains at St. Thomas, Ont. 

4458. Delay of the Toronto, Hamilton and. Buffalo Railway Company in settling 
claims for coal lost in transit. 

4459. Car shortage on the Ridgeville branch of the Canadian Northern Railway 
Company at Wampum, Man. 

4460. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company closing ear order book to the — 
public at Expanse, Sask., and giving the elevators more than their share of cars. 

4461. Damage to farm and drainage system on account of the Canadian Pacific 
sabia Company constructing its Port McNichol line through property at Hartley, 
n 

4462. The Intercolonial Railway Company losing a shipment of galvanized iron 

pipe between Quebec, Que., and Cape de Maria, Que. 


4463. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Ratbone Company to furnish piling space at 
Dobbinton, Ont. 
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4464. Dangerous crossing of the Michigan Central Railway over first erossing 
east of Main street, Waterford, Ont., between concessions 8 and 9, township of 
Townsend, Ont. 

4465. Alleged excessive rate charged by the Great North Western Telegraph 
Company on a message transmitted from Oakville, Ont., to Fort William, Ont. 

4466. Alleged injustice of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in charging car 
rental on a car shipped from Fesserton, Ont., to Milton, Ont., from which several 
apple barrels were stolen on account of defective doors. 

4467. Inability of complainant to have the Dominion Express Company forward 
a parcel to Expanse, Sask., which was sent in error to Mortlach, Sask. 

4468. Dangerous crossing on the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Rail- 
way at lot 20, concession 8, township of Pickering, Ontario. 

4469. The Grand Trunk Railway Company running light engine backwards from 
Sarnia, Ont., to Forest, Ont., without a light on tender. 

4470. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to accept a shipment 
of rifles on their steamer Royal George, at Quebec, Que. 

4471. Unsatisfactory condition of cattle guards at Wiarton, Ont., on the Grand 
Trunk Railway. % 

4472. Lack of proper planking on the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company’s 
crossings in the northwest quarter of section 7, township 53, range 4, west of the 
fifth meridan. 

4473. Unsatisfatcory service of the Gfand Trunk Railway Company between 
Toronto, Ont., and Ottawa, Ont., via Coteau, Que. 

4474, Car shortage on the Canadian Northern Railway at Darcy Station, Sask. 

. 4475. Failure of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to provide station and 
baggage accommodation at Dummer, Sask. 

4476. Withdrawal of the Bell Telephone Company’s service from Yamaska, Que. 

4477. Alleged violation of the rules regarding the flagging of the Canadian 
Northern and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies’ trains in the West. 

4478. Refusal of the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies to 
furnish refrigerator car for a shipment of vegetables to be shipped from Jordon, Ont., 
to Sault Ste. Marie, Ont. 

4479. Alleged practice of the Grand Trunk Railway Company of handing over 
ears of goods without the bill of lading and taking chances that the bill of lading will 
be supplied later. 

4480. Alleged excessive express charges on shipments of parcels of weekly papers 
as compared with charges on daily papers 

4481. Car shortage at Scollard, Alta., on the Canadian Northern railway. 

4489. The Canadian Northern Railway Company’s tracks running too close te 
buildings on private property at Bienfait, Sask. 

4483. The Canadian Northern Railway Company keeping an operator on duty 
at Bears Pass Station, Ont., for long hours without rest. 

4484. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to supply a 40-foot — 
for shipping household goods, although a 36-foot car will not hold the minimum 
weight of household furniture. aoe . 

4488. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to furnish information 
to complainant as to how many cars of hay were shipped by his contractor at La Salle, 
Man., to Winnipeg, Man. 

 oeaers cenaGt of engines running out of Havelock, Ont., on the Cana- 
dian Pacific railway. ; Rae ahd ‘of 

4487. Delay of the Canadian re Railway Company in paying for mght 0 
way through private property at Delia, Alta. : 

* ee Sena aged aay) of the Canadian Pacific Railway at Main street, 
Dundalk, Ont. 
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4489, Inability to get tourist accommodation with second-class fare from Flem- 
ing, Sask., to Los Angeles, U.S.A. : ' 

4490. Special operating rules “E” and “F” as shown on the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company’s time cards. 

4491. The Dominion and Canadian Express Companies discontinuing service 
at Sandwich, Ont. 

4492, Unsatisfactory treatment received at the hands of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway while purchasing ticket at St. Kilda, Alta. 

4493, Dangerous level crossings of the Canadian Northern Railway in the rural 
municipality of Meota, Sask. 

4494. The operation of work trains without orders at Kamloops, B.C., by the 
Northern Construction Company, and the dismissal of an employee owing to an acci- 
dent caused thereby. 

4495. Dangerous level crossing of the Canadian Pacific Railway at the third 
crossing east of Claremont, Ont., at the Ninth Concession, township of Pickering, 
Ontario. 

4496. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company raising elevation of track at 
Lemoyne Junction, Que., causing inconvenience to complainant who has to cross the 
track to get to some portions of his farm. 

4497. Alleged unjust dismissal of an employee by the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company. 

4498. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in settling claims for 
shortage in weights of shipments handled from Calgary, Alta., to Vancouver, B.C. 

4499. The Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company raising 
the elevation of their tracks in the Township of Sidney, Ont., and not grading the 
crossings to the new level. 

4500. Unsatisfactory treatment received from the Kootenay Central Railway 
Company in connection with the settlement for lands taken for railway purposes at 
Brisco, B.C. 

4501. Inability to secure satisfactory settlement with the Campbellford, Lake 
Ontario and Western Railway Company with regard to land and gravel pit expro- 
priated on lot 21, concession 8, township of Camden, Ont. 

4502. The Canadian Northern Railway Company’s agent at McConnell, Man., 
closing the station on certain days of the week. 

4503. Dangerous condition of highway crossings over the New York Central 
Railway on each side of the Chateauguay river. 

4504. Sunday traffic between the ferry docks and Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany’s main line in the town of Cobourg, Ont. 

4505. Dangerous condition of farm crossing on the Canadian Pacific Railway at 
lot 8, concessions 5 and 6, township of Winchester, Ontario, and refusal of the rail- 
way company to settle claim for cow killed at this crossing. 

4506. The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company removing planks from cross- 
ings in the vicinity of Winter, Sask. 

4507. Refusal of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to make a satisfactory 
settlement for baggage lost in transit between Cranbrook and Vancouver, B.C. 

4508. Inability of complainant to make a satisfactory settlement with the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway Company for two horses killed on their right of way. 

4509. Unsatisfactory time made by New York Central trains between Chateau- 
guay, Que., and Montreal, Que. 

4510. The New York Central Railroad having no issue of commutation or ten- 
trip tickets good for one year the same as other railways issue. 

4511. Inability of complainant to get connection with the Bell Telephone Com- 
pany at Barrie, Ont. 


4512. Refusal of the Hastings Telephone Company to install a telephone in a 
house at Moira, Ont. 
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_ 4518. Alleged increase in rates on silver bullion by the Dominion and Canadian 
Express Companies on account of increase in rates asked by the White Star Steam- 
ship Line. : 

4514. Alleged excessive express charges on seven crates of chickens handled by 
the Dominion Express Company from Westmeath, Ont., to Toronto, Ont. 

4515. Unsatisfactory routing given a parcel of furs by the Canadian Express 
Company shipped to Corry, Penn., U.S.A. 

4516. Lack of proper fence at deep cut on the Canadian Pacific Railway at 
Abbey, Sask. 

4517. Alleged unjust -demurrage charge assessed by the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way Company on thirteen cars of wood at Mile End, Montreal, Que. 

4518. Alleged excessive cartage charges on a bag of dressed poultry delivered by 
the Manitoba Cartage Company in Winnipeg, Man. 

4519. Delay of the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railway Company, the Grand 
Trunk Railway Company and the Temiskaming and Northern Ontario Railway Com- 
pany in settling claim for engine lost in transit. 

4520. Present freight rates on pulpwood from Craig’s Road, Que., on the Grand 
Trunk Railway to Union, N.H., on the Boston and Maine Railway. 

4521. Delay of the Railway Companies in handling freight shipments consigned 
to Kingston, Ont. 

4522. The Michigan Central Railway Company’s shunting operations blocking 
highway crossing at the Montrose freight yafJs, Ont. 

- 4523. Delay of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in properly placing cars at 
Port Hope, Ont., and the demurrage accruing thereby. 

4524, Advance charge of one dollar levied by the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany on a ear of grain shipped from Evesham, Sask. 

4525. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to entertain claim 
for horse killed on their right of way near Brewer, Sask. 

4526. Lack of telegraph service at Colborne, Ont., on the Canadian Northern 
Railway. 

4527. The Hydro-Electric Company stringing wires in among telephone wires in 
the village of Thamesford, Ont. 

4528. Refusal of the Bell Telephone Company to extend telephone line to a resi- 
dence in Montreal, Que., unless the complainant pay a portion of the cost of same. 

4529, The discontinuance of special reduced tolls granted to physicians in Mont- 
real, Que., by the Bell Telephone Company. 

4530. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to close Thames 
street and expropriate Elgin street from Water street to the river in the town ot Sr. 
Mary’s, Ont. 

4531. Unsatisfactory condition of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s gravel 
pit aiong the highway near the village of South Durham, Que. 

4532. Failure of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to clear away snow at high- 
way crossings in the village of South Durham, Que. 

4533. Unsatisfactory drainage conditions on the right of way of the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company in the village of South Durham, Que. ; 

4534. Dangerous condition of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s crossings 10 
the village of South Durham, Que. ‘ 

4535. Difficulty in obtaining titles for townsites from the Canadian Northern 
Railway Company even after land is paid for in full. 

4536. Depreciation in value of property on account of the location of the Kettle 
Valley Railway in Penticton, B.C.. 

4537. The removing of platforms at stopping places on the Montreal and Southern 
Counties Railway. } 

4538. Unsatisfactory condition of approaches to Canadian Northern Ontario 
Railway Company’s crossing in the village of Yarker, Ont., and the manner in which 


the crossing gates are operated. 
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4539. Incorrect routing of a shipment of furs by the American Express Company 
from Sheddon, Ont., to Corry, Penn., U.S.A. 

4540. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for 
eattle killed on their right of way west of Kinsella station, Alta., on account of lack of 
eattle guards and proper fences at that point. 

4541. Unsatisfactory condition of highway crossing over the Grand Trunk Pacific 
Railway in the northeast quarter of section 10, township 35, range 27, west of.the 
second meridian. 

4542. Unsatisfactory drainage conditions at Oreston, B.C., caused by the Can- 
adian Pacifie Railway Company filling in a cut at that point. 

4543. The railway companies imposing a charge for the detention of refrigerator 
cars over and above the car service charges. 

4544. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company refuse to allow their cars to be 
loaded with grain at Daysland, Alta., for shipment to Duluth, U.S.A. 

4545. Alleged excessive rate charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
for passenger ticket from Dunmore Junction, Alta., to Calgary, Alta., and from Cal- 
gary, Alta., to Montreal, Que. 

4546. The railway companies not notifying the different Boards of Trade in large 
cities of any changes proposed to be made in their freight tariffs. 

4547. Failure of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to put a highway 
crossing over their tracks near Rutan station, Sask. 

4548. Delay of the Canadian Pacific, Canadian Northern, Grand Trunk Pacific. 
and Great Northern Railway Companies in paying overcharge claims and refusal of 
the Great Northern and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies to furnish through bill- 
ing on shipments to Eastern Ontario and Eastern United States points. 

4549. The Grand Trunk Pacific, Canadian Pacific, and Canadian Northern Rail- 
way Companies’ engines whistling unnecessarily in the city of Winnipeg, Man. 

4550. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company holding up household goods owing 
to a dispute as to whether Complainant should pay freight rates as settlers’ effects or 
household goods. 

4551. Delay of the Canadian Express Company in settling claims when over- 
charges are made or goods are lost in transit. 

4552. Canadian freight classification of wire oven racks. 

4553. The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company running a train without a 
qualified conductor and no brakemen, tail lights or markers, out of Edson, Alta: The 
long hours of service of a brakeman at that point. 

4554. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company not furnishing a proper heated 
car service between Sault Ste Marie, Ont., and Sudbury, Ont. 

4555. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in settling claim in connec- 
tion with a shipment from White Sulphur, B.C., to Drumheller, Alta. 
tae Unsatisfactory train service on the Canadian Pacific railway at Tappen, 

4557. Non-fencing on the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s line between 
Drumheller, Alta., and Vegreville, Alta. 

4558. Unsatisfactory condition of highway crossing over the Campbellford, Lake 
Ontario and Western Railway in lot 13, township of Cramahe, Ontario, and the unsafe 
condition of fences in that district. 

4559. Failure of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to notify patrons that 
there had been a wreck and there would be difficulty in getting through from Totten- 
ham, Ont., to Toronto, Ont. 

4560. Loss in transit of a box of luggage en route from Quebec, Que., to Meota, 
Sask., over the lines of the Canadian Pacific and Canadian Northern railways. 

4561. Proposed construction of a trestle over Selkirk Water, Victoria Harbour, 
British Columbia, by the Canadian Northern Pacific Railway Company. 
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4562, Alleged excessive freight charges on a car of cotton seed meal shipped from 
Memphis, Tenn., to Burgessville, Ont., via the Grand Trunk Railway. 

4563. Bulletin of the Grand Trunk Railway Company issued at. Toronto, Ont., 
having reference to locomotive engineers booking complaints. 

4564. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company for charging full carload rate when 
the shipment only weighed 1,150 pounds. 

4565. Refusal of the Cian Pacific Railway Company to make refund on 
unused portion of ten-trip commutation tickets issued at Montreal, Que. 

4566. The Central Ontario Railway Company filling in around piers at bridge 
crossing Egan Creek, at lot 10, concession 7, township of Dungannon, Ont., thus block- 
ing the creek for the spring log drive. 

4567. The Central Ontario Railway Company removing planking from crossing 
at the tenth side line in the township of Dungannon, Ontario. 

4568. Unsatisfactory train service on the Grand Trunk Railway between Sarnia, 
Ont., and London, Ont. 

4569. The Kingston and Pembroke Railway Company for removing planking at 
crossings in the vicinity of Harrowsmith, Ont. 

4570. Lack of punctuality of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s trains running 
between Montreal, Que., and Vaudreuil, Que. 

4571. The Canadian Northern Railway Company’s proposed spur line crossing, 
Second avenue west, at Seventeenth street, Brince Albert, Sask. 

4572. Alleged excessive freight rates charged by the Canadian Northern Railway 
Company on shipments of coal from Richdale, Alta., to Cereal, Youngstown, and 
Alsask, Sask. 

4573. Lack of station agent at Richdale, Alta., on the line of the Canadian 
Northern Railway. 

4574. Refusal of the Bell Telephone Company to install a telephone for an 
applicant in Montreal, Qué., owing to their being no pole line run in that vicinity. 

4575. Refusal of the Dominion Express Company to call for parcels after 6 p.m. 
in the city of Montreal, Que. 

4576. Unsatisfactory routing given by the Dominion Express Company to a 
shipment of raw furs from Cardston, Alta., to Corry, Pa., U.S.A. 

4577. The Edmonton, Dunvegan and British Columbia Railway Company for not 
installing farm crossing in the northwest quarter of section 18, township 58, range 26, 
west of the fourth meridian. 

4578. Alleged excessive cartage charges at Winnipeg, Man., on a shipment con- 
signed from Rhein, Sask., on the Canadian Northern Railway. 

4579. Canadian freight classification of catsups, jams, etc., 

4580. The Dominion Transportation Lines for delay in adjusting overcharges, 
improper collection of storage, and the miscarriage of goods. 

4581. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company discriminating between individual 
owners of automobiles and taxicab owners in connection with the conveying of pas- 
sengers from station in Winnipeg, Man., to points throughout the city. 

4582. The Bell Telephone Company for charging a business rate for telephone 
installed in a residence at Guelph, Ont. 

4583. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and the Intercolonial 
Railway Company to make refund on two unused tickets covering passage from 
Ottawa, Ont., to River Ouelle wharf, Que. 

4584. Failure of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to provide accom- 
modation for passengers and freight at King street, Entwistle, Alta. 

4585. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to make a settlement of 
claim for furniture broken in transit between East Rochester, N.Y., and Hamilton, 
Ont. 

4586. Alleged excessive charges for interswitching services between the Grand 
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Trunk Railway and the Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway, at St. Cathar-. 


ines, Ont. 

4587. Blocking of highway crossing at Grand River, Ont., by trains of the Lake 
Erie and Northern Railway Company. 

4588. The Seymour Power Company stringing power wires too close to-a telephone 
line in the vicinity of Newcastle, Ont. 

4589, Refusal of the. Canadian Pacific Railway Company to make refund on 
unused tickets covering passage between Elkhorn, Man., and Balcarres, Sask. 

4590. Refusal of the immigration officials at Port Huron, Ont., to make refund 
of head-tax collected from a manservant entering Canada. 

4591, The Canadian Northern Railway Company tearing up planking at Highway 
crossing at Gilbert Plains, Man. 

4592. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to place a station agent 
at Ralph, Sask. 

4593. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in settling claim for 
a shipment of tamarack wood lost in transit. 

4594. Lack of station or station agent in the village of Hughton, Sask., on the 
Canadian Northern Railway. 

4595. Alleged excessive freight rates charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway ~ 
Company on shipments. of milk from St. John, N.B., to points in the United States. 

4596. Unsatisfactory conditions at the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s 
station at Aberdeen, Sask. 

4597. Alleged excessive freight rates charged by the Canadian Pacific and Cana- 
dian Northern Railway Companies on a shipment of settlers’ effects from Okanagan, 
B.C., to Minitonas, Man. 

4598, The Canadian Pacific Railway Company removing agent from their station 
at Dafoe, Sask. 

4599. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company not making satisfactory settle- 
ment with complainant in connection with wages that, it is alleged, are due him. 

4600. Alleged excessive passenger fares charged by the Grand Trunk and Cana- 
dian Northern Railway Companies on trains running between Depot Harbour, Ont., 
and Parry Sound, Ont. 

4601. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to allow complainant 
to load Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s cars at Spanish river, Ont., because 
these cars are consigned to Grand Trunk Railway Company at North Bay, Ont., for 
delivery by that road in Toronto, Ont., 

4602. Lack of roadway or entrance for vehicles to the Canadian Northern Rail- 
way Company’s station grounds at Paynton, Sask. 

% 4603. The Canadian Northern Railway Company, for closing station at Kelwood, 
an. 

ig The Canadian Pacific Railway Company, for closing station at Hitchcock, 
ask. 

4605. Unsatisfactory train service provided by the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany at Pritchard, B.C. 

4606. Alleged excessive freight rates charged by the Canadian Northern and 
Canadian Pacific Railway Companies on a shipment of settlers’ effects shipees from 
Strathmore, Alta., to Girvin, Sask., via Regina, Sask. 

4607. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in remunerating com- 
plainant for property expropriated for right of way in section 18, township 8, range 
2, west of the third meridian. 

4608. Failure of the Great Northern Railway Company’s train to stop on signal 
at Columbia Gardens, B.C., for shipment of potatoes consigned to Rossland, B.C. 

4609. Alleged unjust demurrage charge assessed complainant by the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company on a car of coal consigned to Yorkton, Sask., and for 
which proper notice of arrival was not furnished. 
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4610. The Canadian Northern Quebec Railway Company’s form of release in 
connection with shipments consigned from Montreal to flag stations on their line. 

4611. The Canadian Express Company’s alleged excessive charge on a shipment 
of books from Cornwall Junction, Ont., to Russell, Ont., over the Ottawa and New 
York Railway. 

4612. Alleged excessive express charges on shipment of fruit handled by the 
Dominion Express Company from Toronto, Ont., to Meath, Ont. 

4613. Failure of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to fulfil their part of 
an agreement with reference to the construction of a siding on their Goose Lake 
branch between Harris, Sask., and Tessier, Sask. 

4614. Unsatisfactory train service and accommodation provided by the Canadian 
Northern Railway Company at Le Pas, Man. 

4615. Alleged excessive freight charges on shipments of smoked fish handled by the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company from St. John, N.B., to Brantford, Ont. 

4616. Delay of the Michigan Central Railway Company in handling a shipment 
of groceries shipped from St. Catharines, Ont., to Bridgeburg, Ont. 

4617. Delay of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in settling an account for 
alleged overcharge on a shipment of household effects shipped from Ottawa, Ont., to 
Crystal Springs, Florida, U.S.A. 

4618. Blocking of traffie at Union street, Simcoe, Ont., by the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company’s shunting operations at that point. 

4619. Blocking of traffic at Talbot streef, Canfield, Ont., by shunting operations 
of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s trains. 

4620. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in settling claim for 


_household goods damaged while in transit from Outlook, Sask.,°to Biggar, Sask. 
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4621. The Canadian Northern Railway Company. for closing station at Delmas, 
Sask. 

4622. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company for closing station at Pambrun, 
Sask. 

4623. The Ganadian Northern Railway Company removing planking from high- 
way crossings over their Delisle branch from Macrorie, Sask., west. 

4624. The Bell Telephone Company’s rate for telephone service at Lachine Locks, 

ue. 
P 4625. Unsatisfactory train service furnished by the Grand Trunk Pacific Rail- 
way Company at Cudworth, Sask., on their Prince Albert branch. . 

4626. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company closing station at Corinne, Sask. 

4627. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company closing station at Stalwart, Sask. 

4628. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company closing station at Millet, Alta. 

4629. Refusal of the Bell Telephone Company to give long distance connection to 
a rural telephone company at Howick, Que. 

4630. Proposed change in location of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s station 
at Newtonville, Ont., to a point 3 miles west of its present location. 

4631. Proposed location of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s line on 
Front street, Fort Francis, Ont., said line being an extension of the Ontario and 
Minnesota Power Company’s spur line. 

4632. Delay of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in handling shipments origin- 
ating in the United States and destined to Quebec, Que. 

4633. The circular. issued by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company instructing 
their agents to make a charge for piling ground used where wood and pulp is waiting 
to be loaded. 

4634. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in settling claims. 

4635. The Canadian Northern Railway Company closing station at Vibank, Sask. 

4636. Alleged excessive rates charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
on carload lots of hay and straw shipped from Eddys, Ont., and Glen Rae, Ont., 
to Kazabazua, Que. 
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4637. Refusal of the Dominion Express Company to entertain claim for loss on 
account of delay of a shipment in transit. 

4638. Alleged unsafe condition of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s 
bridge across the Saskatchewan river at Fort Saskatchewan, Alta. 

4639. Alleged excessive freight rates charged on shipments of coke shipped from 
Toronto, Ont., to Buffalo, U.S.A., as compared with the rates charged on the same 
commodity shipped from Buffalo, U.S.A., to Toronto, Ont. 

4640. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Express Company to make a satisfactory 
settlement of a claim for fruit found short at destination shipped from Winona, Ont., 
to Tamworth, Ont. 

4641. Lack of fencing on the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company’s right of | 
way in the vicinity of South Bulkley, B.C. 

4642. The Canadian Northern Railway Company closing station at Willmar, 
Sask. 

4643. Inability to obtain any satisfaction from the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company in connection with claim for refund of overcharge on shipments of cattle 
from Stratfordville, Ont., to Agassiz, B.C. 

4644. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company for closing station and removing 
station agent at Keyes, Man. 

4645. Alleged overcharge on a shipment of household effects and a sleigh from 
Shellbrook, Sask., to Leask, Sask., by the Canadian Northern Railway Company. 

4646. Advance charges assessed by Canadian Railways on shipments of grain 
from various Oanadian points to Minneapolis, Minn., U.S.A. 

4647. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company closing their station at Beverley, 
Sask. 

4648. The Grand Trunk Railway Company for encroaching on Main street,, 
Callender, Ont., for their dock siding. 

4649. Unsatisfactory treatment received from the Michigan Central Railway 
Company in connection with claims for fruit damaged in transit. 

4650. Unsatisfactory location of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s pro- 
posed subway at road allowance between sections 22 and 23, township 39, range 22, 
west of the fourth meridian. 

4651. The Canadian Car Service Rules with regard to demurrage being charged 
at the same rate covering the same time on shipments of coal when shipped in small 
cars as when shipped in large-ears even though the latter take much longer to unload. 

4652. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company for closing station and removing 
agent at Tregarva, Sask. ; 

4653. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to settle claim for goods lost 
and damaged in transit from Paspebiac, Que., to Ottawa, Ont. 

4654. Alleged excessive freight rate charged by the White Pass and Yukon Rail- 
way on the shipment of a launch sent from Skaguay, Alaska, to White Horse, Yukon 
Territory. 

4655. Unsanitary condition of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s station and 
closets at Chesley, Ont. 

4656. Lack of proper light at King Street crossing, Chesley, Ont., on the Grand 
Trunk Railway. 

4657. Delay of the Kootenay Central Railway Company in making settlement for 
right-of-way expropriated in Columbia valley, British Columbia. 

4658. Alleged dangerous crossing of the Grand Trunk Railway at Long street, 
Chesley, Ont. 

4659, Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to entertain claim for 
cow killed on their right-of-way at Revelstoke, B.C., although the cow gained access 
to the track through lack of proper fencing. 
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4660. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company for closing their station at Folger, 
Ont., and removing the agent from that point. nies 

4661. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company to furnish a combination rate on a shipment of cooperage stock 
from Millbank, Ont., on the Canadian Pacific Railway to Stratford, Ont., on the Grand 
Trunk Railway. 

4662. Refusal of the Canadian Freight Association to place ingot antimony and 
ingot tin in the fifth-class rate or else to take off the commodity classification babbitt 
metals, stereotype and solders so that western manufacturers can compete with eastern 
manufacturers in supplying these commodities. 
> 4663. Proposed tariffs of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company advancing the 
rates on brick, gravel and building sand from Cooksville, Ont., to Toronto, Ont., and 
vicinity. : 

4664. Proposed issue of supplements to tariffs of the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany advancing the rate on brick from Port Oredit, Ont., to Toronto, Ont., and can- 
celling the existing rate on gravel and building sand from York, Ont., to North 
Toronto, Ont. 

4665. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s tariff E. 2028 effecting shipments 
originating at Sudbury, Ont., for export via New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore, 
U.S.A., and requiring complainants to furnish certified copies of ocean bills of lading. 

4666. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in settling for land 

- taken for right of way in the east half of section 6, township 30, range 9, west of the 
- fourth meridian. 

4667. Lack of station agent on the Canadian Pacific Railway at Val Morin. - 

~ Que. 

4668. Unsatisfactory boat and mail service furnished by the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company between Gray Creek, B.C., and Crawford Bay, B.C., and unreason-~ 
able fares charged between Gray Creek, B.C., and Crawford Bay, B.C., and also to 
Kootenay Landing and Riondel, B.C. 

4669. Dangerous conditions at Palmers station, B.C., on the Esquimalt and 
Nanaimo Railway, on account of unsatisfactory access to and from the trains stop- 
ping at that point. 

4670. The inconvenience caused by the removal of the Canadian Northern Rail- 
way Company’s agent at Delmas, Sask. . . 

4671. Dangerous condition of highway crossing over the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way at Bellview, Ont., just east of the Central Ontario junction. 

4672. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company for removing agent and closing 
station at Rokeby, Sask.. . 

4673. The Grand Trunk Railway Company removing planking from crossings in 

; the south half of lot 4, concession 1, township of Nelson, Ontario. 
| 4674. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company for removing station agent and 
closing station at Pearce, Alta. 

4675. Failure of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to make settlement 
for lands expropriated for right of way purposes in the northeast quarter of section 
34, township 8, range 5, west of the fifth meridian, in Bulkeley valley, B.C. 
4676. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company for reducing train service on their 
Snowflake branch in the province of Manitoba. ; 

4677. Unsatisfactory train service furnished by the Canadian Pacific and Cana- 
dian Northern Railway Companies between Lachute, Que., and Montreal, Que. . 
4678. Failure of the Canadian Pacific. Railway Company to issue commutation 
tickets eovering passage between Lachute, Que., and Montreal, Que. 
4679. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to furnish meals to first- 
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class passengers unless they hold pullman accommodation tickets on the Montreal to 
Ottawa line. 

4680. Increase in freight rate on chicken grit between Eaeanl eis and Toronto, | 
Ont., on the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway. 

4681. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company for removing agent and closing 
station at Dunkirk, Sask. 

4682. Alleged excessive freight rate charged on the shipment of a car of manure 
over the Niagara, St. Catherines and Toronto Railway. 

4683. Alleged dangerous crossing of the Canadian Northern Railway cieneal 
at Boundary road between the townships of Portland and Camden, Ont. : 

4684. Alleged dangerous condition of highway crossing on the Canadian North- 
ern Railway between the villages of Harrowsmith, Ont., and Sydenham, Ont., at lots - 
4 and 5, township of Portland, Ontario. 

4685. Inability of complainant to obtain settlement with the Canadian Northern 
Railway Company for land taken for railway purposes in the village of Emo, Ont. — 

4686. Refusal of the Dominion Express Company to accept a shipment of furs at 
Belleisle, N.B., consigned to Corry, Penna. 

4687. Hep ees train service furnished by the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany between Sarnia, Ont., and London, Ont. 

4688. Refusal of the Canton Northern Railway Company to make compensa- 
tion for cattle killed on their right of way.at Big Valley, Alta., on account of lack of 
proper fencing on their line. 

4689. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company for delay in transit to a car of coal 
shipped from Shand, Sask., to Hitchcock, Sask. 

4690. Delay in the settlement of claims for goods lost or destroyed while in 
transit on Canadian railways. 

4691. Alleged excessive charges on the shipment of a parcel from Montreal, Que., 
to Youngstown, Alta., by the Dominion and Canadian Northern Express Companies.: 

4692, Alleged excessive charges assessed by the Canadian Northern Express Com- 
pany on a shipment consigned to Rossclair, Ont., which includes a charge for handling 
by stage. 

4693. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to install a farm crossing 
on the southeast half of lot 9, concession 8, township of Cavan, Ontario; also the 
unsatisfactory drainage conditions at that point. 

4694. The Grand Trunk Railway Company’s delay in transit to the shipment 
of a circular saw frame consigned from Laprairie, Que., to Maria, Que. 

4695. Unsatisfactory service and accommodation furnished by the Canadian ~ 
Northern Railway Company to stock and stockmen while travelling on that line of 
railway in the west. 

4696. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to construct a spur to 
gravel pit of complainant. 

4697. Unsatisfactory treatment received from the Grand Trunk Pacifie Railway 
Company in connection with an agreement of sale of portion of farm for right of 
way purposes in the southwest quarter of section 2, township 22, range 5, west of the 
third meridian. 

4698. Alleged excessive rate asked by the Bell Telephone Company to install 
a telephone at Lachine, Que. 

4699. Unsatisfactory train service and lack of sleeper accommodation on the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company’s line between Kingston, Ont., and Montreal, Que. 

4700. Delay in transit to a shipment consigned from Grenville, Que., to Green- 
field, Ont., via the Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk Railway Companies. 

4701. Unsatisfactory condition of approaches of the International railway bridge 
at Queenston, Ont. - 

4702. Delay of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Commeey in settling their 
claims. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 51 


SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


4708. Alleged excessive express rates Pee by the Canadian Northern Express 
_ Company on a. parcel shipped from Calgary to Morinville, Alta. 
4704. Delay of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company in settling for right of 
way expropriated in the northwest quarter of section 7, township 6, range 25, west of 
_ the second meridian. 
4705. The Dominion Atlantic Railway Company cutting off access to bridge 
at Little J oggins River, N.S. 
4706. Delay in transit to a box of personal effects shipped from Yorkton, Sask., 
_ to Portland, Oregon, U.S.A., by the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway. 
AT07. Lack of tas business ‘connections between the Bell Telephone 
_ Company and independent telephone companies in Ontario. 
4708. Alleged excessive freight rates charged from points on the Canadian 
- Northern Railway to points on the Canadian Pacific Railway, when shipment is routed 
via Camrose, Alta. 

4709. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to entertain claim 
for horses killed by their drain on their right of way at a point where crossing gate 
had no fastenings, near Racuith: Sask. 

4710. Lack of station agent and proper station facilities at St. Isidore Station, , 
Que.; on the Maine Central Railroad. 

4711. The Canadian Northern Railway, Company removing planks at crossings 
near Chinook, Alta., and particularly at crossing between sections 12 and 13, township 
29, range 8, west of the fourth meridian. 

4712. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific allway Company to entertain claim 
for loss of flour in transit from Edmonton, Alta., to Seba Beach, Alta. 

4713. Unsatisfactory train service provided by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company at Caughnawaga, Que. 

4714, Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company’s Agent to accept, 
as baggage, cardboard boxes with handles containing personal effects. 

4715. Issuance of supplement to Grand Trunk Railway Company’s Tariff C.R.C. 
No. EK. 2552 with regard to freight rates on common clay from Waterdown, Ont., to 
Mimico and Swansea, Ont. 

4716. The Grand Trunk Pacific EIN ay Company removing station agent from 
their station at Ingelow, Man. 

5: A717. Unsatisfactory train service furnished by the Canadian Pacific Railway 

Company to the town of Chelmsford, Ont. . 

4718. Alleged excessive freight rates on lumber when carried by the Canadian 

"Pacific Railway Company as compared with freight rates charged by the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company. 

4719. The Bell Telephone Company at Toronto, Ont., not inserting a firm name 

in oir directory as requested. 

xf 4720, Alleged dangerous crossing on the Kingston and Pembroke branch of .the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company just south of Oso station, Ont. 

: AT ae Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to provide sufficient protec- 

“tion at crossing known, as Bergevin’s crossing in the village of South Durham, Que. 

i 4799, Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to provide sufficient protec- 

‘tion at three crossings, including Main Street crossing, in the village of South 

D urham, Que. 

_ 4723. Dangerous condition of highway crossings -on the Campbellford, Lake 

Ontario and Western Railway at lot 2, concession ead lot 2, concession 4, township 

of Oso, Ont. . 

4724. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company for alleged overcharge for trans- 

porting a stallion from St. Thomas, Ont., to Saskatoon, Sask. 

_ 4725. Unsatisfactory train service eer tial by the Canadian Pacific Railway 

Company at Waldhof, Ont. 
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4726. Alleged excessive express rate charged by the Canadian Express Company | 
on shipments from St. Jean, Que., to St. Hubert, Que., as compared with the rate 
charged from St. Jean to St. Hyacinthe, Que. 

4727, Alleged excessive freight rate charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company on shipment of an automobile from Pilot Mound, Man., to Primate, Sask. 

4728. Unsatisfactory drainage system of the Grand Trunk Pavitia Railway Com- 
pany in section 30, township 34, range 17, west of the third meridian, near Spring- 

water, Sask. 

4729. Dangerous condition of the ‘Canadian Northern Railw ay Company’s cross- 
ing across road between lots 15 and 16, in the township of Darlington, Ontario, known 
as Scugog road. / 

4730. Dangerous condition of the Canadian Northern Railway Gonisatenre cross- 
ing between lots 28 and 29, township of Darlington, Ontario. 

4731. Dangerous Socata of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s cross- 
ing between lots 10-and 11, township of Darlington, Ontario, known as Manvers road. 

4732. Unsanitary condition of Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s boarding 
ears at Port Lock siding, Ont., and other points. 

4733. Unsatisfactory station facilities at Dobbington, Ont., on the line of the 
Grand Trunk Railway. 

4734. Unsatisfactory treatment received at the hands of the local manager of the 
Bell Telephone Company at Lachine, Que., when telephone service was withdrawn 
without good cause. 

4735. Alleged dangerous crossing at “Longwoods Road” over the Pare Marquette 
Railway, near Chatham, Ont. q 

4736. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company for not allowing their sectionmen 
to work on the Reston to Wolseley, Sask., branch of their railway except in the after- 
noons. 

4737. Unsatisfactory condition of the mail and train service on the Irondale, 
Bancroft and Ottawa Railway between Kinmount, Ont., and Bancroft, Ont. 

4738. Unsatisfactory condition of train and mail service on the Grand Trunk 
Railway between Lorneyille, Ont., and Coboconk, Ont. 

4739. Refusal of the Bell Telephone Company to install an instrument in factory 
on Chabot street, Montreal, Que. 

4740. Alleged unsatisfactory treatment received from the Grand Trunk Pacifie 
Railway Company in connection with settlement for lands expropriated for right of 
way purposes in lot 191, range 5, Coast district, right bank of the Skeena river, British 
Columbia. ; / 

4741. The Canadian Pacifie Railway Company for alleged excessive freight rate 
charged on a shipment of household effects from Portland, Oregon, to Langham, Sask. 

4742. The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company for alleged excessive freight 
rate charged in connection with the shipment of a consignment of cordwood from 
Richan siding to Winnipeg, Man. 

4743, The Canadian Pueiio Railway Company failing to divert and change the 
destination of car after shipping from Carson, B.C., thereby causing loss to the shipper. 

744. The Quebec Oriental Railway Ciieanee for failure to set off a shipment 
consigned to St. Omer flag station, Quebec, and carried same to the next station. 

4745. Alleged excessive rates charged on express shipments of mineral waters 
when consigned to points on the Bay of Quinte and Central Ontario Railways. 

4746. Refusal of the Dominion Atlantic Railway Company to grant a rebate on 
tickets purchased covering passage from Lawrencetown, N.S., to Halifax, N.S. 

4747. Alleged unsatisfactory treatment received from the Canadian Norther 
Railway Company in connection with the sale of land required by the railway com- 
pany for right of way and station purposes at Munson, Alta. 

4748. Alleged failure of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to install a fart 
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_ ¢rossing on property in the northeast quarter of section 26, range 2, west of the sixth 
- meridian. 

4749. Delay of the Canadian Express Company in settling claim for goods lost in 
transit from Abernethy, Sask., to Melville, Sask. 

4750. Alleged excessive rate charged by the Boston and Maine Railroad Company 
for switching coal shipments at Lennoxville, Que. 

4751. Failure of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to supply car for shipping 
purposes at East Florenceville, N.B., the station agent claiming that larger shippers 
get the preference in the matter of car supply. 

4752. The Canadian Pacifie Railway Company closing Maharg station, Alberta. 

4753. Lack of a proper loading platform at Dinsmore, Sask., on the Canadian 
Northern Railway. 

4754, The Grand Trunk Railway Company charging more than sixty cents per 
ton for coal received at Buffalo, Black Rock or Suspension Bridge for delivery in any 

part of the city of Toronto, Ont. 

4755. Loss and damage to household goods in transit over the line of the Canadian 
Pacific and Canadian Northern Railway Companies from Consecon, Ont., to Okanagan 

Centre, B.C. e 
; 4756, The Canadian Northern Railway Company closing station and removing 
station agent at Underhill, Man. 

4757. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s unsatisfactory grain loading 
platform and approaches thereto at Sheho, Sask. 

4758. The Bay of Quinte Railway Company discontinuing making connection 
with the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s passenger trains from the east and west 
at Napanee, Ont. 

4759. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to make a settlement 
for goods lost and delayed in transit from Toronto, Ont., to Saskatoon, Sask., over 
the lines of the Grand Trunk and Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Companies. 

4760. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company proposed diversion of their line 
where it crosses the town line between Pakenham, Ont., and Fitzroy, Ont., thereby 
necessitating the expropriation of certain portions of complainant’s lands. 

4761. The unsanitary condition of the Central Vermont Railway Company’s 

' station at Richelieu, Que. 

4762. Unsatistactory treatment received from-the Quebee Oriental Railway 
Company when an accident took place on their line half way between Metapedia, Que., 
and Cross Point, Que. 

4763. Alleged unsatisfactory condition of drainage facilities on the Grand Trunk 
Railway in the town of Greenfield Park, Que. 

4764. Stock pens on the Canadian Pacific Railway between Smiths Falls, Ont., and 
. Havelock, Ont., having proper clearance from tracks 

AT65. ee charges assessed by the en dies Pacific Railway Company on 
shipments of hay from the Grand Trunk consigned to local points on their line and 
charges for switching from points on their line to the Canadian Northern Railway 
' Company’s line within the city of Ottawa, Ont.; also the Canadian Pacific Railway 
' Company increasing the minimum weights on cars of hay from 30,000 to 40,000 pounds 
when such weight, it is alleged, is beyond the car capacity. 

_ 4766. Unsatisfactory. drainage conditions on the Foronto, Hamilton, and Buffalo 
Railway Company’s right of way in the city of Hamilton, Ont. 

4767. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company for an alleged unjust assessment 
‘ot four dollars car rental on a car of coal interswitched at London, Ont. 

_ . 4768. The Cedars Rapids Manufacturing and Power Company expropriating por- 
‘tion of complainant’s property for a right of way for their proposed power line. 

\ 4769. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company not providing proper facilities for 
ling freight and the unsatisfactory condition of road leading to freight shed at 
ort, Ont. 
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4770. The Cedars Rapids Manufacturing and Power Company axproprating 
portion of complainant’s property in the parish of St. J Coon de Soulanges, Que., for 
right of way purposes for their proposed power line. 

4771. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Gempacy to make a settlement 
for a coat and bedspread lost in transit while en route from London, England, to 
Hamilton, Ont. 

4772. The Seymour Power Company’s proposed withdrawal of their current from 
premises at Lindsay, Ont., where a small motor is used to generate electricity for 
lighting purposes. 

4773. The Grand Trunk Pacifie Railway Company refusing coal shipments at 
Three Hills, Alta., on its Tofield-Calgary branch, consigned to Calgary, Alta., claim- — 
ing that they cannot handle these shipments unless they are granted a terminal site at 
Calgary, Alta. 

4774. Proposed advance in rates on the-lines of the Michigan Central, Grand 
Trunk, Wabash, Pére Marquette, New York Central is Hudson River, and West 
Shore railways, also the proposed cancellation of the Essex Terminal Railway Com- 
pany as a participating carrier in international tariffs. 

4775. Rules governing milling in transit privileges as contained in tariff C.R.0. 
No. E. 2894. : 

4776. Refusal of the Bell Telephone Company of Canada to install an instrument 
in residence in Notre Dame De Grace, Montreal, Que., unless complainant pays for a 
portion of the work of constructing the line to that point. 

4777. Alleged unsatisfactory passenger accommodation furnished by the Grand 
Trunk Railway Company from Inglewood, Ont., to points north and northeast, includ- 
ing Orangeville, Mount Forest, Owen Sound, Barrie, and Meaford, Ont. 

4778. Lack of fencing along the Canadian Northern Railway Company’ s right of 
way in the northwest quarter section 3, township 18, range 20, west of the principal 
meridian. 

4779. Lack of fencing along the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s right of 
way at the southeast quarter of section 10, township 18, range 20, west of the principal 
meridian. - 

4780. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company fixing excessive minimum weight 
on shipments of manure such weight being beyond the possible capacity of the car. 

4781. The Cedars Rapids Manufacturing and Power Company expropriating por- 
tion of complainant’s property for right of way purposes for their proposed power line. 

4782. Unsatisfactory drainage on the right of way of the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way eeaipeny near Ibester, Ont. 

4783. “ Lock of ” fencing along the right of way of the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way Company at a point 2 miles west of Sirdar, B.C. 

4784. The Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company’s proposed spur to be 
constructed to serve the Box Factory, the Steel Equipment Company, the Pembroke 
Lumber Company, and local freight shippers of the town of Pembroke, Ont. 

4785. Failure of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to properly cover a log 
ditch crossing with gravel at a farm crossing near Bar River, Ont. 

4786. Lack of station agent at Algar, Man., on the (iaenanae Northern Railway. 

4787. Lack of station agent at Belleview, Man., on the Canadian Northern Rail- 
way. 

4788. Demurrage assessed on a car of coal which was unloaded at Perth, Ont., 
four days after same was received and no time was allowed for the passing of customs 
entry. 

4789. The Dominion Express Company for improperly routing shipment of furs 
from Deep Rock, N.S., consigned to Corry, Penn. 

4790. Refusal of thé Canadian ERs Company to make settlement for ship- 
ments of furs lost in transit from Delburne, Alta., to Oshkosh, Wis., U.S.A. 
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4791. Alleged exhorbitant charges assessed by the Dominion Express Company on 


a shipment of poultry from Hazel Cliffe, Sask., to Zealandia, Sask. 


4792. Canadian freight classification on grain picklers. 
4793. The ‘Canadian Pacific Railway Company removing agent and closing 
station at Cross, Sask. 
~ 4794. Delay and inconvenience to traffic caused by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company making shunting operations at Montcalm street crossing near Hull station, 
Que. ; 


4795. Unsatisfactory: condition of Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s station 


~ at Hull, Que. 


7 
- 


4796. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company closing station at Cheadle, Alta. 
4797, The Canadian Pacifie Railway Company losing a sewing machine while 
same was in transit over their line from ITaliburton, Ont., to Biseo. Ont, 
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APPENDIX B. . 


LIST OF APPLICATIONS HEARD AT PUBLIC SITTINGS OF THE BOARD 
FOR THE YEAR ENDING MARCH 31, 1914. 


4077. Complaint of the town of Merrickville, Ont., relative to train service at 
that point on the line of the C.P.R. (Adjourned hearing.) File 20679. 

The flag station service to remain as it is until an order of the Board. With 
regard to the complaint of the village of Chesterville, this is referred to the board’s 
chief operating officer to work out with the companies interested. 

4078. Application of the C.L.O. & W. Ry. Co. under section 237, for authority 
(1) to divert the Kingston road in lots 14 and 15, concession 1, township of Darling- 
ton, part of said road lying within the town of Reon e Ont.; (2) to carry said 
diversion across the tracks of the said railway by means of an overhead bridge at 
mileage 149-5 (from Glen Tay); (8) to continue said diversion to connect with the 
Kingston road; (4) to divert the road allowance between said lots 14 and 15, to con- 
neet with the said diversion of the Kingston road; the portions of said Kingston road 
and said road allowance thus replaced by the proposed diversions are to be closed. 
File 3701-204. 

Order made that the applicant company be authorized to take the lands in ques-— 
tion, also authorized to divert the Kingston road in lots 14 and 15, concession 1, 
township of Darlington; and to carry the road across the railway by means of an oyer- 
head bridge, the bridge to be 25 feet in width and detail plans of the structure to be 
submitted for the approval of the board’s engineer. See order No. 19335. 

4079. Application of the Vancouver Power Company, Ltd., for an order rescind- 
ing order of the board No. 17652 authorizing the O.P.R. to construct, maintain and 
operate branch line or spur for the American Lumber Co., across the tracks of the 
British Columbia Electric Ry. Co., at Sumas Junction, B.C. File 19759. 

Application refused. Order issued to stand. 

4080. Application of the C.N.O. Ry., under section 258, for approval of the loca- 
tion of its station grounds on lot 7,'at Beachburg, township of Beachburg, county of 
Renfrew, Ontario. (Re-hearing). File 20148. 

Order made approving location of the company’s station grounds on let 7 at Beach- 
burg, township of Westmeath. Order No. 18468 cancelled. 

4081. Application of the O.N.O. Ry. under sections 159 and 167, for approval of 
location and portion of revised location of its lite of railway through tre townships of 
Pembroke, Stafford and Alice, county of Renfrew, mileage 82-62 to mileage 88-85, 
from Ottawa, excluding the spur line running into the town of Pembroke to the 
station grounds on Mary street. File 3561-131, 

Order made granting the application upon the conditions set forth in the order. 
See order No. 19206. 

4082. Application of the C.N.R. Co., under section 257, for authority to extend 
the existing foot bridge over the tracks at West Fort William, Ont. (To be spoken — 
to.) File 17572. ; 

No Order made. 

4083. Application of Orillia Board of Trade for the granting of cepleatiatc 
privileges by the G.T.R., O.P.R., and C.N.R. companies at Orillia. 

Note.—Board will consider the question raised as to rental to be paid wa 
C.P.R. to the G.T.R. in connection with latter company’s land herein. File 6713-19. 

No Order made. . 
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4034. Complaint of R. B. Faith, re condition of coaches on line of O. & N.Y. By. 
between Ottawa and Cornwall. File 8484. 
Judgment reserved. Matter referred to the board’s chief operating officer for 
report. 
4085. Application of C.P.R. Co. under sections 227 and 237 to construct the 
tracks of its Bergen Northeasterly branch across the highway known as the West 
' Kildonan road, and also the tracks of the Winnipeg Electric Railway Co., in the 
municipality of Kildonan, Man. File 20444-1. 
No Order made. 
4086. Application of the O.P.R. Co. under section 222 for authority to construct 
_ two sidings for H. B. Harrison across his property, known as lots 9, 8, 7, 6, 5, and 4, 
_ range 7, township of Sydenham, and lot 9, now being in the town of Owen Sound, 
Ont. 

Note.—Messrs. Oliver and Webster are required. to show cause why arrangement 
for joint use of this spur by Mr. H. B. Harrisén and themselves should not be made, 
that the existing siding agreement should be cancelled by the board; the rights of 
Messrs. Oliver and Webster cancelled and provision made for the joint use of the said 
spur by both firms on terms to be fixed by the board. File 21387, ~ 

Order madé granting the application. 

4087. Application of the Lake Erie & Northern Railway Co. under sections 158 
and 159 for approval of general location of proposed line from the city of Brantford 
to the town of Galt, Ont., station 0-00 to station 498-53-5. File 18034.7, 

Order made approving location subject to the conditions set forth in the order. 
See order 19087. 
4088. Application of the Lake Erie & Northern Railway Co. under sections 158 and 
159 for approval of location of its line of railway from station 498—53-5 in the town- 
ship of South Dumfries to station 11183—90, being the terminus of said railway at the 
town of Galt, Ont. File 18034-14. : 
Order made approving location of line from station 0-00 at Lorne bridge, city of 
Brantford, to station 1113-90 at Maine street in the town of Galt, upon conditions 
set out in order. See order 19087. 
4089. Application of the Lake Erie & Northern Railway Co. under section 237 for 
approval of highway crossing in the town of Galt. File 18034-11. 
Order made authorizing the crossing of concession, Walnut, Bruce, and Main 
“streets, city of Brantford. See order 19226. 

4090. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Co. under section 237 
for authority to carry its line of railway along and across William street and Portland 
street, in the town of Paris, Ont. File 18034-8. 

Judgment reserved on the question as to whether a subway should be coi 
at this point. fe 

4091. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Co. under section 237, 
for authority to carry its line of railway across or along existing highways in the city 
ef Brantford, Ontario. File 18084.6. 

Order made authorizing the crossing of West Mill street, St. Paul ave., Leonard 
and Morrell streets, Brantford. See order 19247. Wit ate 

4092. Application of the Lake Erie & Northern Railway Co., under section 237, 
for leave to carry its line of railway along and across town line between townships ot 
“South Dumfries. and Brantford (Govemore road) River road, and Concession road, 
“hetween concessions 1 and 2, township of South Dumfries, Ontario. File 18034-9. 
Matter stands, company to file new plans. acon 
4093. Application of the Lake Erie & Northern Railway Co. under BecHOn: aoe 
- for approval of the highway crossing of the said railway in the township of South 


Dumfries, Ontario. File 18034-18. 
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Order made authorizing the crossing of Fleming, Head, Maine, Princess streets, 
_ and River and Concession road, township of South Dumfries. See order 19505. 

4094, Application of the Lake Erie & Northern Railway Co. under section 237 
for leave to carry its line of railway along or across certain existing highways in the 
township of Brantford, Ontario. File 18034-10. 

Order made authorizing the crossing of Concession road betsresn concessions 2 
and 8 in the township of Brantford. See order 19972. 

4095. Application of the Lake Erie & Northern Railway Co. ‘under section 237. 
for approval of highway crossings of said railway within the township of North Dum- ~ 
fries, Ontario. File 18034-12. 

Order made granting the application. See order 19250. 4 

4096. Application ‘of the Lake Erie & Northern Railway Co. under section 227. 
for approval of crossing at grade of the tracks of the Brantford Street Railway Com- 
pany at Brantford, Ontario. File 18034-18. 

Application refused. 

4097. Application of the Lake Erie & Northern Railway Co. under section 227 
for approval of crossing at grade.of the tracks of the T. H. & B. Railway Co., in Brant- 
ford, Ontario. File 18084.17. : : 

Order made granting the application. See order 19249. 

4098. Application of the Lake Erie & Northern Railway Co. under section 227 
for approval of crossing at grade of the proposed tracks of the N. St. C. & T. Railway 
Co, at Brantford, Ontario. File 18034.19, 

Matter stands; company to file new plans. 

4099. ‘Application of the Lake Erie & Northern Railway Co. under section 227 
for approval of <odeamae with tracks of Lake Erie & Northern Railway with tracks of 
C.P.R. at Station 1113-90 at the town of Galt, Ontario. File 18034.21. 

Order made earl the application. See order 19249. » 

4100. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Co. under section 227 
for approval of the crossing at grade of the tracks of the Grand Valley Railway Co., at 
station 1959-06 at Galt, Ontario. File 18034.15. 

Order made granting the application, crossing to be protected by half interlocking 
plant, the applicant company to bear dnd pay the whole cost of maintenance and 
operation of same, See order 19248. 

4101. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Co. under section 227 
for approval of the crossing-at grade of the tracks of the Grand Valley Railway Com- | 
pany near Paris, Ontario. File 18034-16. 

Order made granting the application, crossing to be protected by half interlocking 
plant, expense and maintenance of same to be borne and paid by the applicant com- 
pany. See order 19321. 

4102, Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Co., under section 297; 
for leave to raise the tracks of the Grand V alley Railway Co., at the county line 
between the county of Brant and the county of Waterloo, station 868-97. File 18034°20. 

Order made granting leave to the applicant company to raise the tracks of the 
Grand Valley Railway Co. 2 feet. See_order 20130, 

4103. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Co. under section 176, 
for leave to divert the raise of the Grand Valley Railway Co. at station 908-50 to 
station 937-69 in the township of North Dumfries, Ontario. File 18034-22. } 

No order made. 

4104. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Co. under section 227, 
for approval of crossing at grade of the tracks of the G.T.R. at station 1074-72. 9, 
Galt, Ontario. File 3561-131. 


Order made avproving application, subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 19206, 


4105. Application of the Lake Erie & Northern Railway Co. under.section 227, for 


é 
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__ approval of crossing at grade of the tracks of the G.T.R. at Brantford, Ontario. File 

» 18084.94. : 

| Application stands, company to file new plans. 

4 4106. Application of the Lake Erie & Northern Railw ay Co. under section 227 for 
approval of under-crossing of the G.T.R. tracks at station 538-16-9. File 18034.25. 

Order made granting leave to the applicant company to cross the G.T.R Com- 

pany’s tracks by means of an under-crossing, detail plans to bé submitted for the 

) approval of the G.T.R. and an engineer of the board. See order 19504. 

4107. Application of the Lake Erie & Northern Railway Co. under section 227 for 
| approval of under-crossing of the tracks of the G.T.R. at Paris, Ontario. File 
18084-26. 

Order made granting leave to the applicant company to cross the G.T:R. Com- 
pany’s tracks by means of an under-crossing, detail plans to be submitted for the 
approval of the G.T.R. and an engineer of the board. See order 19244. 

4108. Application of the Lake Erie & Nortkcrn Railway Co. under section 227 for 
approval of under-crossing of the voy location of the G.T.R. through the Holme- 
daie district at Brantford, Ontario, File 18034-27. 

Application stands-pending the construction of the line. 

4109. Application of the C.N.O. Railw ay under sections 159 and 167 for ea 
of location and portion of revised location of its line of railway through the townships 
of Pembroke, Stafford and Alice, county of Renfrew, mileage 82-62 to 88-85 from 
Ottawa, excluding the spur line_running into the town of Pembroke to the station 
grounds on Mary street. 

Note.—The question to be considered will be the right of way of the Canadian 
Northern into Pembroke and whether an Order should not go authorizing the use of 
the G.T.R. right of way by the O.N.O.R. by the granting of running rights over, it, 
or as a joint section to be worked out by arrangement between the parties. 

_ The question of the separation of grades at Mary street will also be considered at 
the same time. File 3561-131. 

Order made granting the application, but excluding the spur line of the railway 
company into the town of Pembroke to the station ground on Mary street, subject to 
conditions set forth in the Order. See order 19206. 

4110. Application of the Hamilton Board of Trade for an order disallowing the 
tolls for local switching within the Hamilton terminals, shown in the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company’s C.R.C., No. E. 2677 and the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo 
Railway Company’s O.R.C. No. 858, which have increased the tolls previously charged 
under tariffs C.R.C. Nos. E. 1686 and 500, respectively, and restoring the tolls of 
these last mentioned tariffs. File 21778. 

Effective date of new tariffs suspended, T.H. & B. Co. in meantime to be allow ed 
to charge the same as the Grand Trunk’s old rate. Railway companies to file informa- 
- tion and figures mentioned. Mr. Walsh to furnish board with information asked for. 

4111. Application of the G.T.P. under section 237 for authority to construct an 
_ additional railway track across Thompson road in the township of Bertie, Ontario, 
‘to be used in connection with the proposed extension of the applicant company’s yard 
at Bridgeburg, Ont., and Fort Erie, Ont. 

Note.—The question of the construction of a subway at this point will be con- 

‘sidered. File 9437-933. 
- Order made directing applicant company to construct a 30- foot subway with 14- 
“foot headroom, at crossing of Thompson road; 20 per cent (not to exceed $5,000) to 
be paid out of “ The Railway Grade Crossing Fund”; AS see cent of the balance to be 
‘paid by the P.M.R. Co.; 30 per cent by the M.C.R. Co.; 4 per cent by the applicant 
company, and 73 per cent by the township of Bertie; i * be filed by June 6, 1913; 
work to be commenced within thirty days after approval of such plans, and to be com- 
pleted within four months. See order No. 19215. 
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4112. Petition of the residents of Grimsby East, Ont., for an order requiring the 
G.T.R. to provide a regular train service at Grimsby Bouaki in order to secure express 
service at that point. File 21725. 

Struck off the list, as case settled. 

4113. Application- of Carroll Bros., of Buffalo, N.Y., for an order settling the 
terms of the agreement of the 4th of January, 1913, beacon the G.T.R. and Carroll 
Bros., respecting the laying and maintenance of the siding connection with the said 
G.T.R. at Sherkston, Ontario. File 17832-1. 

Order made dismissing the application. See order 20135. 

4114. Application of Toronto and Niagara Power Company under section 249 
for an order directing the T.H. & B. Ry. Co. to permit the applicant company to | 
carry its wires across the right of way of the said railway company. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set out in the order. 
Order No. 18898 dated March 19, 1918, partially rescinded. See order 19214. 

4115. Application of the town of Thorold, Ont., for interswitching facilities 
between the G.T.R. and the N. St. C. & T. Ry. Co. near the Colonial Wood Products 
Company’s mill, in the town of Thorold, Ontario. File 6713-38. . 

Stands. Referred to the board’s chice operating officer for report. 

4116. Application of the T. H. & B. Ry. Co. under sections 221 and 229, for 
authority to construct a spur in the city of Hamilton, Ontario, from a point cous 
of Simcoe street on a spur connecting with the applicant company’s easterly belt line 
and running thence across Simcoe and Wellington streets to and into the lands of 
Messrs. Sawyer-Massey Co., Ltd. File 14475-1. 

Order made granting a application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 19212. >, 

4117. Application of the T.H. & B. Ry. Co. under sections 222 and 221, for 
authority to construct a spur in Hamilton, Ontario, from a point on its easterly belt 
line of railway on a part of lot 7, concession 3, township of Barton, thence across 
Cumberland avenue to and into the premises of Messrs. Furnival-New, Ltd., and the 
Henry New Estate; and also under sections 235 and 237 for authority to cross said 
Cumberland avenue with said branch line or spur. File 21922. 

Order made granting the application. See order 19211. 

4118. Complaint of the Rogers Supply Co., of Toronto, that the Toronto, Hamil- 
ton and Buffalo and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies refuse the benefit. of the 
board’s general interswitching order in connection with the joint rate of 55 cents per 
ton on stone from Vinemount to Toronto, when Grand Trunk sidings within the 
interswitching limit are designated for unloading purposes. File 21567. 

Application withdrawn. 

4119. Application of the T. H. B. Ry. Co. under sections 26 and 246 for an order 
restraining the Hamilton Cataract Power Light and Traction Co., Ltd., from main- 
taining and erecting the high tension transmission power line and wires over the 
branch line of railway of the applicant company through lot 28, concession 5, town- 
ship of Saltfleet, Ont., until permission of the board has been obtained by said Power 
Company for the construction and maintenance of the said power lines and wires 
across the applicant company’s.track. File 20876. 

Order made granting application. See order 19170. 

4120. Application of the city of Hamilton, Ont., for an order Giiceoe the G.T. 
R. to provide protection at and near the subway vice e the highway leading northerly — 
from York street passes under the Toronto branch of the G.TR. at Burlington ~ 
Heights near the northern city limits. File 9437-981. : 

If city desires anything done _it is to submit plans to the railway company. Rail- 
way company to put in a galvanized iron floor to prevent oil and water from dropping 
on people. City to take matter up with railway company. 

4121. Petition of W.O. Sealey and others, residents and property owners in the 
vicinity of Hunter street, Hamilton, Ont., re railway traffic on Hunter street, and 
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asking that the level crossings along Hunter street should be abolished by depressing and 
covering the railway tracks of the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Ry. Co. File 20161. 

Hearing adjourned sine die. Parties and engineers to get together with a view of 
seeing how near they can come to an arrangement. 

4122, Application of the city of Hamilton, t., under sections 247 and 248, for 
an order directing the C.P.R. Telegraph Co. to move its wires-from portions of King 
and James streets, Hamilton, Ont. File 19724. : 

Order made that when the city of Hamilton has provided underground conduits 
in accordance with plans prepared by the city and approved by the board’s electrical 
engineer, the companies named shall remove their poles, wires and lines from the por- 
tions of streets in the city of Hamilton, set out in the order. The question of appor- 
tionment of cost of said work reserved. See order No. 19238. 

4123. Application of the city of Hamilton, Ont., under sections 247 and 248 of 
the Railway Act, for an order directing the Bell Telephone Company to remove the 

_ wires from portions of streets in Hamilton as follows: York, Market, King, Main, 
Jackson, Catherine, Bowen, John, Hughson, 4ames, McNab and Bay streets. File 
No. 19725. et 

Order made that when the city of Hamilton has provided underground conduits, 

- the wires of the Great North Western and Canadian Pacific Telegraph Companies 

- shall be carried in said conduits, and the companies shall remove their poles, wires and 
lines from the streets as set out in the order. See order 19238. 

4124. Application of the city of Hamilton under sections 247 and 248, for an 

' order directing the G.N.W. Telegraph Co. to remove its poles, wires and cables from 

the following portions of streets in the city of Hamilton, Ont.: King street from 

Sophia street to Wentworth street; Main street from McNab street to Catherine 

street; James street from Main street to Stuart street, Merrick street from James 

street to York street. File No. 19723. 

Order made that when the city of Hamilton has provided underground conduits, 
the wires of the Great North Western and Canadian Pacific Telegraph Comapnies shall 
_ be carried in said conduits; and the companies shall remove their poles, wires-and lines 

from the streets as set out in the order. See order No. 19238. 

4125. Application of the city of Hamilton for an order directing the Hamilton 
Electric Light and Cataract Power Co., Ltd., and the Hamilton Cataract Power, Light 
and Traction Co., Ltd., to remove their poles, wires and cables from portions of cer- 
tain streets in the city of Hamilton as set out in the application. File 19730. 

Order made that when the city of Hamilton has provided underground conduits, 

_ the wires of the Great North Western and Canadian Pacific Telegraph Com»anies 

_ shall be carried in said conduits, and the companies shall remove their poles, wires 

- and lines from the streets as set out in the order. See order No. 19238. 

4126. In the matter of the application of the T. H. & B. Railway Co. for an 
order under sections 221, 222, 223, of the Railway Act, authorizing the company to 
- eonstruct and operate two branch lines in the city of Hamilton to and into the lands 
of the Steel Company of Canada, Ltd. File No. 22050, 

Order made granting the application. 

4197. Consideration of the question of protection at the level crossing of the 
C.P.R. at Stewart street, Peterboro, Ont. File 9457-625. 

Board decided that no order was necessary, Canadian Pacific Railway Co. under- 
taking to keep its cars back 50 feet from the street. 

4128. Application of the G.B. & S. Ry. Co. (C.P.R.) under section 237, for 
‘authority to construct its main line track across St. Patrick and Dermot streets at 
mileage 72-21 in lot 23, concession 6, township of Ops, in the county of Victoria, 
Ontario, to close a portion of St. Patrick street and also a portion of Dermot street, 
and to replace same by a road diversion, the said road diversion to be crossed by the 
said tracks of the G.B. & S. Ry. (Rehearing.) File 2100-102. 
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Order made appointing the judge of the County Court of the County of Victoria, 
arbitrator to determine the compensation to be paid Mr. Fee for damages sustained by 
reason of the diversion. See order No. 19288. 

4129, Application of the O.L.O. & W. Railway under section 237. =i 

(1) To divert the present highway between lots 8 and 9, concession B, township 
of Hamilton, Ontario, the proposed diversion to adjoin the railway on its south side, 
the portion of the present highway which is closed by the railway at mileage 117-51 to 
be closed at the point of crossing, and where it is replaced by the said highway diver- 
sion. 

(2) To construct its line of railway at mileage 117-62 (from Glen Tay) across 
the Cobourg and Grafton road, known also as the Kingston road, between concessions 
A and B, township of Hamilton. (Adjourned hearing.) File 3701-44. " 

Order made authorizing the applicant company to divert’ the highway between lots 
8 and 9, concession B, township of Hamilton, and to cross the Cobourg and Grafton 
Road by means of a subway, $5,000 to be paid out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund, 
the balance to be paid, 10 per cent by the Cobourg and Grafton Road Company, 10 per 
cent by the United Counties of Northumberland and Durham, 5 per cent by the town- 
ship of Hamilton, 5 per cent by the township of Haldimand, and 70 per cent by the 
G.T.R. Co. See order 20228. Work to be completed by 14th August, 1914. Notr.— 
- The C.L.0. & W. and the G.T.R. have appealed to Governor in Council from this 
order. 

4130. Complaint of the town and Board of Trade of Milverton, Ont., relative to 
alleged dangerous crossing of the G.T.R. at Mill street, Milverton, Ont. File 9487. 
982. : 

Order made directing the applicant company to install an electrie bell at said 
erossing by the 1st December, 1913. 

4131. Complaint of the town and Board of Trade of Milverton, Ont., relative to 
alleged dangerous crossing of the C.P.R. at Main street in the town of Milverton, Ont. 
File 9437-983. . 

O.P.R. Oo. ordered to install an electric bell at the crossing by the 19th October, 
1913, and maintain the same at its own expense, 20 per cent of the cost of installation ~ 
to be paid out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund, and the balance by the railway 
company. See order No. 20140. . 

4132. Application of the C.L.O. & W. Ry. Co., under section 258 for an order 
approving the location of its station building known as Brighton at Mile 97-1 (2) for 
an order under section 167, approving the change or alteration in its location approved 
by orders of the board Nos. 16235 and 16912,-so as to include extra lands required for 
station grounds. File 3701-270. 

Order made approving location of the railway company’s station at Brighton pro- 
viding that if traffic on the highway is blocked for more than five minutes at one time 
by reason of the location, the board may re-locate the station. See order 20331. 

4133. Application of the G.T.R. under sections 256 and 257 for an order directing 
the C.P.R. at its expense, to reconstruct and thereafter maintain in a good and proper 
condition of repair, bridge No, 145, mile 12-23 10th district, G.T.R. carrying the appli- 
cant company’s railway over the C.P.R. Company’s railway (formerly the Ontario & 
Quebec Ry.) at a point 0-84 miles north of Myrtle, Ont. File 1750-34. 

Order made directing the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to construct a 
bridge carrying the applicant railway over its line at the point in question. Canadian 
Pacific Company given leave to make application to the Supreme Court on the ques- 
tion of cost of work. See order No. 19298. See also judgment of Chief Commissioner 
dated June 18, 1918, and of Commissioner McLean dissenting therefrom. 

4134, Complaint of John Pearse, of Cedar Grove, Ont., relative to alleged danger- 
ous crossing of the C.L.O. & W. Ry., on his farm on the south half of lot 4, concession 
4, township of Scarborough, Ontario. (Adjourned hearing.) File 3701-81. 
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Order made directing the railway company to construct an overhead crossing on 
_ the applicant’s farm. Work to be completed by the 23rd October, 1913. 
4 4135. Application of the G.T.R. under section 178 for Aen to expropriate cer- 
2 tain lands, being part of lot 1, concession 7, township of Innisfil, county of Simcoe, 
_ Ontario, said lands being required for the purpose of diverting highway in the neigh- 
-, bourhood of Thornton station, in accordance with order of the board No. 17708. 
(Adjourned hearing.) File 9437-852. 

Operation of previous order stayed. Nothing therefore, need be done with the 

_ present application. 

4136. Application of the G.T.R. under sections 167\:and 237, for an order: 

u (1) Approving plan; profile, and book of reference showing proposed deviation of 

* main line and passing track of its Midland to Port Hope line, 8th district, Northern 
_ Division, as already constructed, between Ontario street and a point near Nicholson’s 

file works, Port Hope, Ont. 

ie (2) For authority to construct said main line and passing track across Barrett 

street, Port Hope. « 

(3) Approving the deviation of its present coal siding, Port Hope, Ont. 

(4) Authorizing it to construct new freight siding track across Barrett street at 
grade west of the Midland to Port Hope tracks, as they will appear when diverted. 
File 8675-3. 

q Order made granting the application subject to the terms set forth in the. order. 
See order No. 19251. . 

4137. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the Pére Mar- 
quette Railroad one and three-quarter miles west of Kingsville station, Ont. File 
9437-529. 

Order made directing the Pére Marquette Railway Company to install by the 25th 
September, 1913, an automatic electric bell at er ossing ; 20 per cent of the.cost of instal- 
’ lation to be paid out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund, the remainder to be paid by 
the railway company. See order No. 19907. 

4 4188. Consideration of the question of protection at the crossing of the G.T.R. and 
 O.P.R. at King street in the village of Weston, Ont. File 9487-985. 

Order made protecting King and John streets in the village of Weston, by two sets 
. of gates to be operated day and night. Cost of installation to be borne: one-fifth of the 

_ cost of each set of gates to be paid out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund, one-third 
' of the remainder to be paid by the village of Weston, the Grand Trunk’and Canadian 
Pacific Railway Companies. Cost of maintenance to be borne: one-third each by the 
village of Weston, Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies. See order 
No. 19232: 

4139. Application of the town of Cobourg, Ont., for an order requiring the Grand 
' Trunk Railway Co. to grant access to the harbour or dock located on the town espla- 
nade, owned by the said corporation, and connected with the G@.T.R. main. line, the 
said access having been refused. File 6718-41 

No order made. 

4140. Application of the Toronto and York Radial Railway Co. for an order 
' directing the Corporation of the city of Toronto and the G.T.R. or one of them, to 
pay expenses connected with the watchmen at Sunnyside Grade, Mimico, Ont. File 
588.29. ; 
L Order made that the wages of the watchman appointed by order of the Ontario 
Railway and Municipal Board at Sunnyside crossing, be paid one- -third by the city of 
Poronto, one-third by the G.T.R. Co., and one-third by the Toronto. and York Radial 
Railway. Balance of the application refused. See order 19237. 

4141. Application, O.N.O. Railway under section 167, for sanction and approval 
of revised location of its line of railway through the townships of York and Etobicoke 
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and part of the city of Toronto, in the county of York. Mileage 4-22 to mileage 7-13. 
File 12021-122. 

Stands. Parties to submit statements of estimate of cost mentioned. 

4142, Application of the C.N.O. Railway, under section 159, for approval of loca- 
tion of proposed entrance to the city of Toronto, township of York, mileage 251-84 to 
mileage 254-3 from Ottawa, Ont. File 3878-453. 

Order made approving the location of the applicant company’s proposed entrance 
to the city of Toronto, detail plans of the crossing of the C.P.R. and over Winchester 
street to be submitted for the approval of the board’s engineer. See order No. 22168. 

4143, Application of the C.N.O.R., under sections 227 and 237, for authority to 
construct its line of railway across Davenport road in the city of Toronto, Ont., and 
to cross the tracks of the Toronto Suburban Railway Co. by means of an overhead 
structure. File 12021-86. , 

No order made. City’s engineer to see where the piers are to be placed. 

4144, Application of the C.N.O. Railway under section 159 for approval of loca- 
tion of its line of railway through part of the city of Toronto, Ont., and townships of 
York and Etobicoke, mile 0 to 10-97 from Yonge street, Toronto, including original | 
approval of mileage between the west side of Dovereourt road and mileage 4 on the 
west side of Keele street and under section 167, the approval of the revised location 
from Scarlett road to mileage 7. File 12021-102. 

Matter stands, the parties to submit statements of estimate of cost mentioned at 
the hearing. ie 

4145. Application of the corporation of the city of Toronto, Ont., under sections 
237 and 238 for an order directing the C.P.R. Company to provide protection at the 
crossing of the tracks of said company at Osler ave., city of Toronto, Ont., by the 
installation of gates and watchmen to be operated night and day. File 9487-714. 

Order made directing that the crossing be protected by gates to be operated day 
and night; work to be done by the railway company, and completed by July 10, 1913; — 
20 per cent of cost of installation to be paid out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund, 
and the balance to be paid, one-half by city of Toronto and one-half by G.T.R. See — 
order 19229. 

4146. Complaint of A. E. Nichols, of Fergus, Ont., against the rate of $1 per ton ; 
charged by the G.T.R. Co., locally, on coal from Guelph to Fergus. ; 

Note.—The railway company will be required to speak to the apparent discrimin- 
ation in excluding points west of Belleville from the operation of the special mileage 
tariff on coal east thereof. File 21812. 

Mr. Hayes stated that'a reduction would be made to take effect the 5th May, 1913. 
Ii this is done no order need issue. 

4147. Application of the Dominion Sugar Co., of Wallaceburg, Ont., for an order — 
requiring the Pére Marquette R. R. and ©. W. & L. E. Railway Companies jointly 
with the G.T.R. and C.P.R. Companies to place their commodity rates on sugar in 
carloads, on a mileage parity with those from Montreal to the same points, by reduc- 
ing the rate to Hamilton to 8 cents, and to Toronto to 9 cents per 100 pounds. File 
21732. G.T.R.-C.R.C. No. E. 2644; C.W. & L.E.-C.R.C, No, 260: P.M.R.R.-C.R.08 
No. 1265; C.P.R.-C.R.C. No. 2492. | 

Order made that the joint commodity rates of the Chatham, Wallaceburg and 
Lake Erie Railway Co. and the Pére Marquette Railway in connection with the Grand 
Trunk railway and the Canadian Pacific Railway Companies for carriage of sugar in 
carloads from Wallaceburg, Ont., to Hamilton, be reduced to 104 cents per 100 pounds 
and 114 cents per 100 on a minimum weight of 40,000 per carload, reduced rates to b 
made effective not later than 25th May, 1914. See order No. 21781. . 

4148. Appheation of the city of London, Ont., for an order requiring the G.T.R., 
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C.P.R., P.M.R.R., and M.C.R.R. Companies to include in their cartage area at 
London a “newly annexed portion, known as Ward Five.” File 18663-18, 

Order made fixing the express limits. See order No. 19539. 

4149. Complaint of the Fonthill Gravel Company, Ltd., of Thorold, Ont., against 
the increase in rate on sand and gravel from Fonthill to Thorold to St. Catharines, 
Ont. (Hearing adjourned.) File 18265-1. 

Complaint withdrawn. 

4150. Complaint of the Fonthill Gravel Company, Ltd., of Toronto, Ont., against 
the N. St. C. & T. Ry. and G.T.R. Companies, for discrimination in favour of com- 
petitors and for not supplying sufficient cars for the forwarding and delivering of 
their traffic from their works at Fonthill, Ont. File 18265-2. 

~ Complaint withdrawn. 

4151. Application of the Fonthill Gravel Company, Ltd., of Toronto, Ont., for 
an order reducing the rates from Fonthill to_ Toronto on moulding sand, over the 
lines of the N. St. O. & T. Ry. and the G.T.R. Companies. File 18265-3. 

Order made dismissing the application. 

4152. Complaint of the Fonthill Gravel Company, Ltd., of Thorold, Ont., 
respecting rates on sand and gravel from Fonthill, Ont., to Merritton, Welland, 
Toronto, Port Robinson, Thorold and points on the lines of the G.T.R., T. H. & B. 
Ry., and the N. St. C. & T. Ry. File 18265.4. 

Stands to enable the parties to arrange settlement. 

4153. Complaint of the Board of Trade of Toronto, Ont., against the increase 
in the switching rates on building sand within Toronto terminals, also increase in 
rates on building sand from Cooksville, Ont., to Toronto; also against the increased 
rates for local switching within Toronto terminals as published by the C.P.R., 
G.T.R., and C.N.R. File 21700. 

Judgment reserved. Order issued suspending increases in switching rates on 
sand, gravel and brick, pending the determination of the matter by the board. See 
order 21329. 

4154. Application Bell Telephone Company for an order rescinding order No. 
14184, in so far as it affects the Ingersoll Telephone Company, Ltd., the Blenheim 
and South Kent Telephone Company, Ltd., the People’s Telephone Company, Ltd., of 
Forest, the South Lambton Telephone Co-operative Association, Ltd., the Markham 
and Pickering Telephone Company, the Niagara District Telephone Company, Ltd., 
the Municipal Corporation of the Village of Brussels, being the initiating municipality 
of the Brussels, Morris and Grey Municipal Telephone System, and the Wheatley 
Telephone Company, Ltd. 

Application of the Markham and Pickering Telephone Company, Ltd., and other 
companies to have the order of the board No. 14184, varied. File 16171, part 3. 

Order made approving the general form of contract to be entered into between 
the Bell Telephone Co. and the applicant company. See general order No. 114. 

4155. Application Forwarders Limited, of Kingston, Ont., for a siding turning 
out from the line of the G.T.R. crossing William street and connecting with the 
elevators of the applicant company at Kingston, Ont. File 21739. 

Approval of plan refused. City of Kingston to take up with the Grand Trunk 
the question of serving the milling industry. Stands to see if a proper solution 
cannot be arrived at. 

4156. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the G.T.R. at 
King street, Cobourg, Ont. cst 

Nore.—The question to be considered is the matter of the cost of maintaining 

g . File 14210. : 2 
: ean as for a flagman; 80 per cent of his wages to be paid by the railway 
company and 20 per cent by the town. 
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4157. Petition of J. A. Lane, M. E. Gilbert, H. E. Stinson, and about sixty other 
commercial men relative to the train service of the Bay of Quinte Railway. File 
21660. 

Matter referred to the board’s Operating Department to investigate and report 
upon. 

4158. Complaint of W. J. Paul, M.P., Ottawa, Ont., respecting alleged unsatis- 
factory mail service along the line of the Bay of Quinte Railway between Napanee 
and Tamworth, Ont. File 21525. 

Order made requiring the C.N.O.R. to restore the former connection with 
Napanee and directing that when the G.T.R. train is late the C.N.O-.R. is to hold its 
train fifteen minutes for connection. Change to go into effect on or before Ist 
September, 1913. See order 20133. 

4159. Application of the C.L.O. & W. Ry. Co. for approval of plan showing general 
layout of bridge No. 76-85 over Moira river. File 3701-245. 

Order made granting the application. See order No. 19964. 

4160. Application of the C.L.O. & W. Ry. Co. under section 237, for authority to 
construct across the Kingston Road in the west half of lot 13, concession 1, township 
of Thurlow, Ontario, at mileage 74-70 from Glen Tay, Ont. File 3701-236. 

Order made for construction. The question of protection reserved. The Reeve 
of the municipality to file statistics as to traffic. : 

4161. Application, C.L.O. & W. Ry. under section 237, for authority to construct 
by means of grade crossings the tracks of its main line across certain streets in the 
city of Belleville, Ont., and to close up within the limits of the right of way certain 
streets in the city of Belleville. Mile 75-93 to mile 77-76. File 3701-292. 

Order made granting the application. See order 19962. 

4162. Application of the C.L.O. & W. Ry. Co., under sections 167, 159 and 176, 
for authority (1) to revise present location (approved under Order No. 15289) from 
mile 75-45 at the western boundary of road allowance between lots 9 and 10. Broken 
Front concession, township of Thurlow, Ontario, thence across said township, and 
across the city of Belleville to mile 77-75. (from Glen Tay); (2) to locate its railway 
from mile 77-75 to mile 79-5 a point on the western boundary of the east half lot 31, 
concession 1, township of Sidney, Ontario; (3) to take possession of certain right of 
way and tracks of the C.N.O. Ry. from mile 76 to mile 79-4. File 3701-290. 

Order made granting the application. See order 19651. 

4163. Petition of ratepayers of the city of Belleville, Ont., respecting the loca- 
tion of the C.L.0. & W. Ry. Co. through the city of Belleville, Ont. File 3701-29. 

Order made approving of the revised location of the company’s line and authoriz- 
ing the city of Belleville to lay a water pipe under the tracks of the C.N.R. at the 
foot of Mary street; balance of the application on behalf of the city of Belleville, 
refused. See order 20609. 

4164. Application of the corporation of the city of Belleville, Ont., and the 
Graham Co., Ltd., of the same city, for interswitching facilities between the Grand 
Trunk and Canadian Northern Ontario Railways at Belleville. File 6713-30. 

Order made directing the Canadian Northern Ontario and the Grand Trunk 
Railway Companies to provide interswitching facilities, and by the 17th June, 1913, 
to file plans of proposed connection and interchange tracks. Proportionment of cost 
reserved. See order No. 19481. 

4165. Complaint of H. L. Ketcheson, Belleville, re C.P.R, blocking up water- 
courses and refusing to furnish cattle pass on lots 27 and 28, township of Sydney, Ont. 

Question of drainage to be attended to by the railway companies at once. Cul- 
verts to be cleared within forty-eight hours. 

4166. Application of John Fletcher, lot 2, concession 7, township of Ross, for an 
order directing the C.N.O. Ry. to provide cattle pass on his property. File 3561-137. 

Order made directing cattle pass to be constructed. 
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4167. Application of John Wilson, south half lot 1, concession 7, township of 
Ross, for an order directing the C.N.O. Ry. to provide cattle pass on his property. 
File 3561-138. 

Order made directing cattle pass to be constructed. 

4168. Application of the C.N.O. Ry. Co. under section 252, for authority to eon- 
struct a farm crossing for J. J. Stinson at Station 667-80, and a farm crossing for 
Robert Moore at station 668-10 in lots 11 and 12, concession 2, township of Nepean, 
Ont. File Nos. 3561-126 and 3561-134. 

Order made authorizing the applicant company to construct under crossings on 
the farms of Messrs. Stinson and Moore. See order 19503. 

4169. Application of township of March, Ontario, that the Board re-open order 
No. 17199, approving of the highway crossing between concessions 3 and 4, in said 
township, on the line of the C.N.O. Ry. File 3561.99. 

Order as issued stands. Present application refused. 

4170. Application city of Fort William, Ont., under sections 227 and 229, for an 
order permitting the crossing by the city with its electric street railway on the level 
over the railway of the C.N.R. at the intersection of Victoria and Vickers streets, 
also at intersection of Franklin street, Fort William, Ont. 

Note.—Terms of draft order to be spoken to. File 21135. 

Order made granting the application, subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order No. 19819. 

4171. Application of the C.N.Q.R., under section 227, for authority to cross 
jointly with the lines and tracks of the Lachine Jacques Cartier and Maisonneuve 
Ry. under the lines and tracks of the C.P.R. near Jacques Cartier Junction, Que. 

Norte.—The details of the bridge are to be considered. File 2345-75. 

Application dismissed. Plans approved. 

4172. Application of the C.N.R. Co., under section 364, for an Order recommend- 
ing for the sanction of the Governor in Council an agreement dated April 30, 1912, 
between the C.N.R. Co. and His Majesty the King for the running of trains of the 
Midland Railway Co. of Manitoba over the tracks of the other parties at Winnipeg, 
Man. 

Norr.—The board will consider the question of requiring the G.N. Ry. Co. and 
the Northern Pacific Ry. Co. to carry passengers to, from and between points at 
which their trains stop between Emerson and Winnipeg, and to issue regular tickets 
to and from such points. File 19399, part 2. 

Improved service to be furnished by the railway company. 

4173. Application O.L.O. & W. Ry., under section 237, for authority to construct 
its line of railway across highways between lots 10 and 11 and lots 20 and 21, Broken 
Front concession, township of Clarke, mileage 137-13 and mileage 139-93 from Glen 
Tay. 

Nore.—The board will consider the question of the contribution to the cost of 
this work on the part of the G.T.R. as reserved by order No. 18928, dated 27th March, 
1913. Files 3701-130 and 3701-131. 

Order made settling the terms of contribution. 

4174, Application O.P.R. Co., under section 227, for authority to construct its 
Forsyth branch across the tracks of the Montreal Tramways Co. on Lasalle, Pie X, 
and Aird streets, in the town of Maisonneuve, Montreal, Que. File 17716-4. 

Order made providing for headroom 15 feet 6 inches, and a 5 per cent grade. 

4175. Application O.P.R. for authority to divert Souligny avenue, Montreal, 
Que. File 17716-2. 

Board will settle terms of the order. ; ; 

4176. Application of G.T.R., under section 178, for authority to expropriate a 
part of lot 190 in the parish of St. Agapit, county of Lotbiniere, Que., said lands 
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being the property of Mr C. Dutil, and being required for additional station facilities 
at St. Agapit, Que. File 14868-1. 

Order made granting the application. 

4177. Application Toronto Suburban Railway Co. to construct across C.P.R. in 
township of York, Ontario, by undererossing. (Adjourned hearing.) File 21563. 

Order made for undercrossing. Connection applied for refused. 

4178. Application of the G.T.P. Ry., under section 258, for approval of its 
station site and station at Prince George, mile 467-3, Prince Rupert East, in Indian 
Reserve No. 1, range 4, Cariboo district, British Columbia. (Rehearing.) File 21418. 

Order made directing the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Co. to erect a station 
3.000 feet east of the eastern boundary of Fort George townsite. Order No. 18902, 
dated March 20, 1913, rescinded. See order No. 19437. 

4179. Application G.T.R. for authority to expropriate certain lands required in 
connection with new freight shed and railway tracks at Pembroke, Ont. File 21924. 

Order made granting the application. : 

4180. Application of the G.T.P., under section 258, for approval of proposed 
station site and station at Fort Fraser, mile 572, Prince Rupert East, and the north- 
west quarter of section 22-13-15, Coast District, British Columbia. File 18970. 

Order made. 

4181. Consideration of the matter of yard-limit boards in connection with all 
railway companies subject to the board’s jurisdiction. File 4135, part 4. 

Special Rule “F” to be cancelled so far as it relates to western lines. Rule 

“Te” so far as it affects eastern lines to be referred to the board’s chief operating 
officer, 3. 
4182. Re Embargoes. Consideration of the matter of amending general order 
No. 95, dated November 2, 1912, so as to require all railway companies subject to its 
jurisdiction to file with the board copies of all notices dealing with the diversion of or 
restriction on traffic. File 19801-40. 

‘No order made. 

4183. Complaint of Dr. J. Holdcroft, of Havelock, Ont., respecting train service 
of Central Ontario Railway. File 21041. 

Order made providing for adequate train service. See order No. 19684. 

4184. Application of Fruit Growers’ Association, of Ontario, re concentration ot 
storage points and reshipments of fruit. 

Norr.—Railway companies may speak to the question whether it was within the 
jurisdiction of the board to give the direction contained in clause 2 of order 18825. 
File 19666. 

Order made granting leave to appeal to the Supreme Court of Canada on the ques- 
tion of jurisdiction. 

4185. Application municipality of Fort Garry, Winnipeg, Man., in connection 
with matter of subways occasioned by the C.N.R. cut-off, Winnipeg, Man. File 
20811-1. 

Order made dismissing the application. 

4186. Application C.P.R. under section 246, for an order authorizing it to con- 
struct its new trackage in railway yard, North Transcona, across the city to Winni- 
peg’s transmission line in lot 58, Kildonan, Man. File 1477-6. 

Order made granting the application. See order No. 19595. 


4187. Application C.P.R., under sections 227 and 237, for authority to construct . 


the tracks of its Bergen northeasterly branch across the highway known as the west 
Kildonan road, and also across the tracks of the Winnipeg Electric Railway Company 
in the municipality of Kildonan, Man. File 20444-1. 

Order made directing the C.P.R. Co., to construct subways at Scotia, Parkside, 
and Main streets, and Kildonan road in the municipality of Kildonan, Man., as shown 
on plan subject to the terms and conditions of an agreement dated May 29, 1913, filed. 


DOA 
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Applicant company to bear and pay cost of construction of subways. See order No. 
20030. : 

4188. Application C.P.R., under sections 227 and 237, for an order authorizing 
it to construct temporary track on its Bergen northeasterly branch across the East 
Kildonan road and also across the tracks of the Winnipeg Street Railway Co., already 
constructed along said road where it crosses lot 58, of the parish of Kildonan, province 
of Manitoba. File 20444-3. 

No order necessary. : 

4189. Consideration of the matter of protection at first crossing east of station 
building, Government road allowance, at Herbert, Sask., on the Swift Current sub- 
division of the C.P.R. File 9437-978. 

Orders made directing the railway company to move to the west of the Govern- 
ment road allowance all portions of its tracks on the south side of main line, also 
directing that no cars be left standing closer than 450 feet from the said road allow- 
ance, also that the company erect sign posts showing clearance at the point mentioned, 
also directing that the cattle pens leading } platform Royal Elevator building be 
moved to a different point at west end of yard, and certain other directions. Order No. 
18613 rescinded. See order 19500. 

4190. Application of C.P.R. for an order relieving the company from maintaining 
a watchman at crossing west of station building at Grenfell, Sask., known as Anderson 
street crossing, ordered by order of the board, No. 18705, dated February 14, 1913. File 


9437-979. 


Order made amending order No. 18705, dated February 14, 1918, but provided that 
the cost of maintenance of watchmen employed be divided equally between the com- 
pany and the municipality. See order No. 20018. - 

4191. In the matter of the complaint of the Regina Board of Trade that the tariffs 
of the Canadian Northern and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies do not carry out 
the provisions of order of the board No. 12520, dated December 10, 1910. File 12682 
Part 2. 

No-order made. Matter stands to be dealt with in connection with the Western 
Rates Case. 

4192. Application, Express Traffic Association of Oanada, on behalf of the express 
companies represented at Portage Ja Prairie, Man., for approval of delivery limits. 

Order made fixing the limits for collection and delivery of express by express 
companies as set forth in the order, and rescinding order. See order 19709. 

4193. Application Boards of Trade of Fort William and Port Arthur for the dis- 
continuance of the practice of railway companies giving free storage at those points 
to traffic from the east. File 18508. 

Judgment reserved. Applicants to file tariffs for storage which they consider 
reasonable. 

4194. Complaint of landowners and residents of White Rock, B.C., relative to 
G.N.R. Co. failing to provide facilities for the public to get to the waters of Semiahoe 
bay, about three and one-half miles north of the international boundary line, more 
particularly in section 10, township 1, New Westminster district. File 20178. 

Order made directing the G.N.R. Co. to construct a pedestrian subway 8 feet 
in width by 73 feet in height at the foot of Subway avenue. Also directing | the 
company by June 19 to file detail plans of the subway and to construct same within 
three months after the approval of plans. Cost of construction to be paid, one-half 
by the G.N.R. Co. and one-half by the municipality of Surrey. , 

4195. Application C.P.R. for approval of portion of location of its Port Moody 
and North Shore branch from a point in lot 256 to lot 555, district of New West- 
minster, B.C. File 18477-1. 

Order made approving the location of the applicant company’s Port Moody and 
North Shore branch, work to be completed by July 28, 1918. See order 19814. 
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4196. Application, Municipal Council of city of Victoria, B.C., for an order 
directing the E. & N. Ry. Co. to construct and install a steel span girder bridge upon 
and over Hereward road, a public highway within the city of Victoria, in place of 
present existing trestle bridge over said street and to re-grade said highway. File 
21858. 

Order made directing the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway Co. to construct a 
bridge over Hereward road; the work to be done by the 7th December, 1913, the plans 
of proposed bridge to be submitted to the Board for approval; the cost of construction 
to be apportioned as follows: 20 per cent to be paid out of the Railway Grade Crossing 
Fund, and of the balance, one-third by the railway company and two-thirds by the 
city of Victoria. See order 19513. 

4197. Application V.V. & E. Railway and Navigation Co., under sections 178, 
180 and 237, for authority to expropriate certain lands in the New Westminster 
district, part of the lands being required for the purpose of diverting the Gunn road 
and Brunette road, and part for the purpose of providing an overhead crossing over 
the tracks of said railway company at the north road; also for an order closing 
portions of the Gunn road and Brunette road. File 572-33. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order No. 19928. 

4198. Application V.V. & E. Railway and Navigation Co., under section 227, for 
leave to join their railway with the line of the Canadian Northern Pacific Railway 
Company near Sumas landing, district of New Westminster, and for the crossing 
of the Green road, on lot 277, township 23, district of New Westminster, British 
Columbia. File 572-31. 

Struck off the list, with leave to renew. 

4199. Application of city of Vancouver, B.C., for an order directing the V.V. & 
E. Railway and Navigation Co. to provide and construct a permanent and sufficient 
stec] bridge over its cutting where the same intersects Broadway in the city of 
Vancouver, B.C. File 20063. 

Struck off the list. 

4200. Complaint British Columbia Sugar Refining Co., of Vancouver, B.C., 
relative to alleged discrimination by Canadian railways in rates on sugar in favour 
of castern refineries to points in western provinces. 

Norre.—Board will hear such further representations as parties may desire to 
make. File 19700. 

Stands. ‘The applicant company to file particulars of its trade, showing reductions 
it has made in order to compete with Montreal refineries. 

4201. Application of Canadian Freight Association for a ruling of the beard 
as to the proper allowance to be made from track scale weights on various commodities. 
File 8799-1. Judgment reserved. 


4202. Application Burrard Inlet Tunnel and Bridge Company for approval of the 
location of their railway from station 0-00 to 266-44. File 15732. 

Struck off the list, with liberty to renew application if desired. 

4203. Application, Burrard Inlet and Tunnel & Bridge Company for approval of © 
the location of their railway from station 0-00 to station 130-03-6 on the south side 
of Burrard Inlet and for the approval of the location on the north side of Burrard 
inlet, from station 148026 to station 174-88.-7. 

Order to go as soon as evidence filed of the proper formation of the Burrard 
Tunnel and Bridge Co. 

4204. Application, Burrard Inlet Tunnel and Bridge Company, for approval of 
location plan of their line of railway from a point on Railway avenue on the north 
side of Second Narrows, Burrard inlet, station O, thence through city of Vancouver, 
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thence by tunnel under the First Narrows, Burrard inlet, to a point on Georgia street, 
Vancouver, B.C., Station 345 x 43-4. File 15732-2. 

Struck off the list, with leave to renew. 

4205. Application, Burrard Inlet Tunnel and Bridge Company, for approval of 
location of their line of railway from a point on Railway avenue on north side of the 
Second Narrows, Burrard inlet, thence in an easterly direction and northerly direction 
to a point on Deep Cove, station 4 to 56-3 to station 324 to 32. File 15732-3, 

If the C.P.R. Co. proceeds with its work, the formal order in this case is to be 
rescinded. 

4206. Application of the C.P.R. Co. under sections 29 and 258, of the Railway 
Act to review order No. 19783, dated 13th December, 1912, and for approval of the 
location of its station at Coquitlam, B.C. File 20750. 

No order made. No further action being deemed necessary until the C.P.R. Co. 
makes a further application. 

4207. Application of the city of Vancouver, B.C., re subway at Columbia avenue. 
File 9437-343. . 

Referred to board’s chief engineer to report, as to the pedestrian subway. City 
of Vancouver to file by the 19th of June, detail plans for the approval of an engineer 
of the board. The work to be constructed within 4 months of approval of the detail 
plans. 

. 4208. Complaint of Wm. Neilson, of Fruitvale, B.C., that passengers are unable 
to obtain return tickets from conductors on trains from Fruitvale to Rossland. File 
20855. 

No order made. Company stated that instructions had been given to its conduc- 
tors to issue return tickets to Rossland. 

4209. Application of the G.T.P. Ry. Co., under section 258, for approval of station 
site and station at Tyee, mile 26-5, Prince Rupert East, lot 27, range 5, Coast district, 
B.C. File 21417. 

Order made that order 18592, dated January 29, 1913, be amended by striking out 
the words “until the opening of navigation.” 

Railway company directed to stop its trains at Haysport until further order of the 
board. 

4210. Application of the C.P.R. Co., under sections 221 and 222 of the Railway 
Act, to construct spurs to the property of John Coughlan & Sons, South False creek, 
D.L. 200A, of Vancouver, province of British Columbia, for authority to construct 
and operate said spurs. 

Order made granting the application. Spurs to be constructed by the 19th 
August, 1913. 

4211. Application of the O.P.R. Co., under sections 221 and 222 of the Railway 
Act, for authority to construct and operate spur to be constructed to the property of 
the Call Switch Co., Ltd., in the city of Port Coquitlam, B.C. 

Order made granting the application. Spur to be constructed by the 19th August, 
1913. 

4212. Application of the C.P.R. Company, under sections 221 and 222 of the 
Railway Act, for authority to construct and operate spur to the city of Kamloops in 
the province of British Columbia. 

Order made granting the application. Spur to be constructed by the 19th August, 
1913. ; 

4213. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Co., under sections 221 and 
222 of the Railway Act, for authority to construct and operate spur to the city of 
Kamloops in the Province of British Columbia. 

Order made granting the application. Spur to be constructed by the 19th August, 
1913. 
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4214, Application of the O.P.R. Co., under sections 221 and 222 of the Railway 
Act, for authority to construct and operate spur to Hastings Park, in the Province of 
British Columbia, for the Vancouver Exhibition Association. File No. 22369. 

Order made directing the O.P.R. Co., to construct spur within three months from 
the 19th May, 1913. See order 19594. ; 

4215. Complaint of W. N. Minthorne against the Canadian Pacifie Ry. Co. regard- 
ing storage charges. File 22306. ‘ 

Application refused. : 

4216. Application of the V. V. & E. R. & T. Co., under section 238 of the Railway 
Act for approval of the times, method, and manner of construction of bridges over the 
following streets in the city of Vancouver, namely, Eighth avenue, Broadway, for- 
merly Ninth avenue, Victoria Drive, Clark Drive, Woodland Drive, Nanaimo street, 
Lakewood Drive, Garden Drive, Templeton Drive, Twelfth avenue, Semlin Drive, 
McLean Drive, Sixth avenue. 

Order made granting the application subject to conditions set out in memo. of 
agreement dated April 17, 1913; detail plans of the bridge to be filed with the board 
for the approval of its engineer. 

4217. Application of the V.V. & E.R. & T. Co., under sections 237 and 238 of the 
Railway Act, for an order permanently diverting those portions of George street and 
Burns street shown coloured green on the plans annexed to the agreement, by opening 
up the streets coloured red on the same plan. 

Order made granting the application subject to the terms of the agreement 
between the applicant company and the city of Vancouver, dated April 7, 1913. 

4218. Petition of the residents of Abbotsford, B.C., asking that Hazel street be 
opened up across the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Ry. and British Columbia Electric 
Ry. in order to relieve the congestion of traffic at Essendende avenue, in Abbotsford, 
B.C. File 17618. 

Stands pending result of correspondence with the provincial authorities. 

4219. Petition for an order regarding the removal of two railway gates and cross- 
ing by the Canadian Pacific Ry. Co., at a point 1,200 feet west of Agassiz station 
grounds. File No. 22441. 

Petition refused. 

4220. Application of Arthur C. Ray for authority to erect a bridge across the 
Canadian Pacific Railway right of way to connect lots 18, 14 and 15, block 1, district 
lot 184, Vancouver. 

Stands until Harbour Commissioners are appointed. } 

4221. Application of the V.V. & E.R. & T. Co., for an order under section 222 of 
the Railway Act, permitting them to construct three industrial tracks from a point on 
their main line in block 82, district lot 264 A, in the city of Vancouver, westwardly 
to and connecting with the railway company’s existing lines, opposite block 3, in dis- 
trict lot 200 A, in the city of Vancouver. 

Order made on consent granting the application. Upon proper plan being filed 
showing in red the tracks to be laid and engineer’s report approving same order to go 
approving plan. 

4222. Complaint of E, M. Cottrel against the C.P.R. Company regarding dis- 
crimination in cartage charges. File 18663.66. 

Company to file an answer in writing and send a copy to the complainant within 
ten days. 

4223. Complaint of Dr. Underhill re disinfecting of railway coaches. Case 4502. 

Complainant to file particulars of suggestions made and to furnish the railway 
companies with copies. 

4224. Application of the British Columbia Fruit Growers’ Association, asking 
that reductions in express rates be made effective from June 10, 1913, on fruit. File 
4214. Case 1503. 

Order made approving the new tariff when filed. 
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4225. Application of the Toronto Board of Trade of Toronto, Ont., under section 
321, for reduction of the freight classification ratings on dried fruit. File 19367-8. 

Order made refusing the application. 

4226. Application of Fruit Growers’ Association of Ontario re concentration of 
storage points and reshipments of fruit. 

Nors.—Railway companies may speak to the question whether it was within the 
jurisdiction of the board to give the direction contained in clause 2 of order No. 
18825. (Adjourned hearing.) 

See judgment of Assistant Chief Commissioner, dated July 29, 1913, concurred 
in by Commissioner Mills, expressing the opinion of the board that an order should 
go permitting the railway companies to appeal to the Supreme Court, if they so 
desire, on the question as to whether the board had jurisdiction to deal with the 
matter as set out in paragraph 2 of order No. 18825. 

4227. Application of the Ontario & Manitoba Flour Mills, Ltd., of Ottawa, for 
the privilege of milling western all-rail grain in transit at Sudbury, and reshipping 
the products to Eastern Canada points not already covered by milling in transit 
tariffs published and filed. File 21800. 

Order made to O.P.R. Co., extending to the Ontario and Manitoba Flour Mills, 
Litd., the privilege of milling all-rail grain at Sudbury, Ont., in transit from Port 
Arthur and Fort William and points west thereof at the through rate to all points 
east of Sudbury and the Detroit and St. Clair rivers, reached by millers west of Fort 
William under milling-in-transit arrangements, said arrangement to come into force 
not later than January 12, 1914. See order 21028. 


49928. The Canadian Freight Association will be required to justify the regula- 
tion of the railway companies or some of them that their agents must not deliver part 
of a consignment if any one or more articles or packages may have been short received, 
without first obtaining from the consignee a receipt for the entire consignment covered 
by the bill of lading. File 21864. 

No order made. 


4229. Railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board will be required 
to show cause why paragraph 4 of section 4 of the prescribed bill of lading (order No. 
7562) should not be made reciprocal, so as similarly to limit the time within which 
expense accounts for undercharges and the like may be presented by the railway com- 
panies to shippers or consignees for payment. File 21932. 

No order made. 

4930. Consideration of the question of such standardizing of charges made by 
railway companies for station storage of passengers’ baggage that the tariff shall be 
uniform on all lines subject to the jurisdiction of the board. 

Nore.—Copies of complaint of H. H. McKeen, Lennard, Man., dated March 9, 
1913, are attached hereto. File 21729. 

No order made. 

4931. Application of the town of Bowmanville, Ont., under section 237, for an 
order directing the C.L.O. & W. Co. to carry highways known as High, Elgin and 
- Prospect streets over the said company’s railway where same intersects said streets, 
by means of a suitable bridge. File 3701-178. 

Order made as to Elgin and Prospect streets. The question of High street 

reserved for the next Toronto sittings of the board. 
: 4939. Application of the G.T.R., under sections 222 and 237, for authority to 
construct branch line and spur therefrom commencing on Chaudiére branch west of 
Division street, Ottawa, extending westerly across Rochester street at grade, and 
Mark street (unopened) into premises of J. G. Butterworth. File 22066. 
Order made granting the application. 
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4233. Application G.T.R., under section 222, for authority to construct a siding 
connecting the 32nd district with the 12th district of its railway at Scotia Junction, 
said branch being from a point on lot 18, concession 8, township of Perry, Ontario, 
thence extending across lot 17, concession 8, to a connection with the northern 
division of the G.T.R. on lot 16, concession 8, township of Perry. 

Order made granting the application. 

4234. Application of the G.T.R., under sections 222 and 237, for authority to 
construct a siding from a point on the 15th district of its railway, Stratford Division, 
north of Dundas street, London, Ont., thence extending across lots 24, 23 and 22 west 
of Nightingale ave., across Nightingale ave., and lot 3, east of Nightingale ave., to and 
into the premises of the McCormick Mfg. Co., Ltd., on lot 9, concession 1, township 
of London, Ontario (now in the city of London, Ont.) File 21906. 

Order made granting the application. | 

4235. Application of the city of Lethbridge, Alta., under section 237, for author- 
ity to construct highway across the right of way of the C.P.R., by extending 21st 
south across said railway to First avenue north, Lethbridge, Alta. File 18918. 

Order made granting the application. See order 19491. 

4236. Complaint of United Farmers, of Alberta, and J. J. Mogridge, Hanna, 
Alta., relative to alleged damage to pastures, ete., on account of lack of proper fire 
guards on the line of the C.N.R. in the vicinity of Strathmore, Alta., and Hanna, 
Alta. File 4741-D-8.-7. 

No order made as work will be completed by June 10, 1913. 

4237. Application of the G.T.P.B.L. Co., under section 237 for authority to con- 
struct its Tofield-Calgary branch across certain streets in sections 12, 18 and 14, 
township 24, range 1, west 5th meridian in the city of Calgary, Alta., mile 199-1 to 
200°5. File 10821°83. 

Order made granting the application subject to the terms of the by-law and 
agreement entered into with the city of Calgary. See order 20054. 

4238. Application C.P.R. under section 29 for an order rescinding or varying 
order of the board No. 18771 so as to provide that the rates established under said 
such order shall be reasonable and non-disecriminatory as between localities and 
shippers. (Re-hearing.) File 16177, part 2. 

Case withdrawn. 

4239. Application of the Canadian Manufacturers’ Association and the Hamilton 
Board of Trade for an extension of the Canadian Car Service Rules so as to include 
what is known as the “average demurrage” plan. File 3775-3. 

Judgment reserved. 

4240. Application of the Canadian Freight Association for a ruling of the 
~ board as to the proper allowance to be made from track scale weights, on various 
commodities. File 8799-1. 

Judgment reserved. 

4241. Application of the Saskatchewan Land and Homesteading Co., under 
section 226, for an order directing the Calgary and Edmonton Ry. Co., to construct — 
a branch line into the lands of the applicant company, being in section 21-39-27 W. 
2M. File 21219. 

Board directed that the original order issued herein stand postponed until 15th 
July, 1913. 

4242. Application of the city of Calgary for extensions to free express delivery 
limits in Calgary. File No. 4214-126. 

Application refused. 

4243. Petition of the residents and business men of East Calgary regarding 
removal of McHarg station by the C.P.R. Co. File 21814. 

Railway Company directed to file an affidavit of reductions and the board’s 
inspector to go over the books of the company. 
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4244. Re order No. 19075, giving authority to construct, maintain and operate 
a branch line of railway for the Northern Electric and Manufacturing Company, 
Ltd., city of Calgary. Application to stay execution of order under some arrange- 
ment arrived at between the property owners. File No. 21141. 

No action taken. 

4245, Application of S. J. Blair to stay execution of order No. 19075, dated 16th 
April, 1913, authorizing the C.P.R. Co. to construct a branch line for the Northern 
Electric Manufacturing Co., Ltd. File 21141. 

C.P.R. undertook not to go on to the applicant’s lands until some arrangement 
has been made. 

4246. Application of the Board of Trade of Morinville, Alta., for a transfer 
track connecting the Edmonton, Dunvegan and British Columbia Railway with the 
Canadian Northern Railway, at Morinville, Alta. File 6713-40, 

Application withdrawn. 

4247. Application of the Massey-Harris @»., Ltd., Edmonton City Dairy, Litd., 
McKnight and Frost; the Standard Plumbing and Heating Co., Ltd., and Andrew Lee, 
of Edmonton, Alta., under section 226, for an order directing either the C.N.R. Co. or 
the G.T.P. Co., to provide and construct a suitable spur track from their main line 
in the city of Edmonton, Alta., down and along the lane in block 6, Hudson’s Bay 
Reserve, Edmonton, as far as Athabasca avenue. File 22140. 

Order to issue in the terms of an agreement dated April 24, 1912, entered into 
by the Canadian Northern and Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Companies. 

4248. Application of the C.N.R. under sections 222 and 227 and 237, for authority 
to construct a spur line of railway along the lane in block 6, Hudson’s Bay Reserve, 
between Sixth and Seventh street, in the city of Edmonton, Alta., and to cross 
- Columbia avenue, Vermilion avenue and the Edmonton Street Railway, with said 
spur. File 20918. 

Order made authorizing the Canadian Northern Railway Co., to construct the 
spur in question. See order No. 20069. 

4249. Application of the Edmonton Board of Trade, Edmonton, Alta., under 
sections 314 and 339 for an order directing the C.P.R., C.N.R. and G.T.P., to imme- 
diately issue and put into effect new freight tariffs on classes one to ten inclusive on 
goods shipped from Port Arthur and Fort William, Ont., to Edmonton, Alta. 

Note.—This matter is set down to allow Edmonton Board of Trade to submit 
such new evidence as desired. File 14384. 

Stands to be taken up with the Western Rates Case. 

4250. Complaint, V. F. Neis, Lamerton, Alta., re alleged injustice of Grand 
Trunk Pacific for accepting free grant for siding and failing to supply station and 
start townsite at that point. File 19058. 

No order made; company offered settlement. 

4251. Application, Edmonton Board of Trade, Edmonton, Alta., for an order 
directing the O.P.R. to make a 45 cent rate from Coutts to Edmonton, Alta., on 
apples coming from the United States. File 22208, 

Application withdrawn. 

4252. Complaint of Edmonton Board of Trade, Edmonton, Alta., on behalf of 
sand and gravel users that the G.T.P. Ry. are overcharging in weights and that. there 
are no adequate facilities for weighing; also re rates from Clover Bar. 

Order made that the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway adjust the freight charges on 
sand received at Edmonton over the company’s line since June 21, 1912, to the basis 
of 2,600 pounds per cubic yard, and that freight charges be collected on this basis until 
the company’s track scale is drained and corrected, or removed and reinstalled not 
later in either case than 1st November, 1913. See order No. 19738. 
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4253. Application of R. V. MacCosham, for an order directing the C.N.R. to con 
struct a spur. File No. 22372. | 

Order to go in the usual terms. | 

4254, Application of the city of Edmonton for leave to cross at level with the line 
of the municipally-owned electric railway the G.T.P. Co’e. tracks where the same 
intersects 27th street between Armstrong and Cochrane avenues, city of Edmonton. 
File 20921. 

Order made granting the application; crossing be protected by half interlock- — 
ing plant, cost of providing and maintaining the plant to be borne and paid, one- half 
by the applicant and one-half by the C.P.R. Co. See order 20793. 4] 


4255. Application of property owners in city of Calgary complaining that the 
railway company has torn down a bridge which was erected to provide access across the 
irrigation canal to the work shops so that workmen and others residing adjacent 
thereto would have a reasonable way of returning to and from their work. File | 
92378. ‘| 

Application refused, the board holding that it had no jurisdiction. 


4256. Complaint of rural municipality of Chester regarding incomplete accommo- 
dation of the O.N.R. crossings at main road leading to the village of Glenavon. File 
524.1. 

Order made directing the O.N.R. Co. to divert the east and west road allowance, 
The diverted portion to be made 66 feet in width. The municipality to grade road 
allowance immediately north of mileage 151. Work to be commenced at once and 
completed by the 31st July, 1913. 


4257. Application of city of Edmonton for an order under section 237 of thea 
Railway Act to carry Peace avenue over the line of the Edmonton, Yukon and Pacifie! 
Railway Co., by means of a level crossing. File 22448. 

Order tata granting the application. Applicant to file three copies of the plan 
showing the work to be done by the board. 

4258. Application of the C.N.R. Co., for an order sanctioning the construction 
and operation of a branch line or “ Y ” through the southeast quarter of section 28, 
township 55, range 25, west 4th meridian. 

Order made granting the application. 

4259, Application city of Edmonton for leave to construct a highway crossing — 
across the line of the C.N.R. at Shant street. File 22148. 

Order made granting the application. P| 

4260. Petition of residents and council of the town of Yorkton, Sask., for a | 
subway under the tracks of the C.P.R. on line of Third avenue, Yorkton, Sask. File — 
21430. | 
Board directs that a day and night watchman be put on the crossing. One-half _ 
of his wages to be paid by the railway company and one-half by the town. Board’s’ 
engineer to visit locus and report to the board. In the meantime no order to issue. 

4261. Complaint of James Carr, Lakeview Farm, Viceroy, Sask., against the — 
alleged action of the O.P.R. Co., employees in setting free in the vicinity of southeast 
quarter-section 16-6-26, west Gad meridian, Sask. File 1471-D-11. 

No action taken. | 

4262. Application of the Dominion Express Company, for approval of free deliv | 
ery limits proposed for Swift Current, Sask. File 4214-310. 

Matter to stand until the applicant furnishes a copy of his representations in 
writing to the board, and to the express company. 

4263. Consideration of the matter of protection at first crossing east of station 
building, Government road allowance, at Herbert, Sask., on the Swift Current su 
division of the C.P.R. File 9437-978. 

Order made correcting errors in previous order. 
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42964. Application of C.P.R. for an order relieving the company from maintain- 
ing a watchman at crossing west of station building at Grenfell, Sask., known as 
Anderson street crossing, ordered by order of the board No. 18705, dated February 14, 
1913. File 9487-979. 

Order made amending order No. 18705, by providing that the cost of the mainten- 
ance of the watchman employed at the said crossing, be divided equally between the 
municipality and the railway company. See order 20018. 

4265. Complaint of the rural municipality of Wellington No. 97, regarding the 
road diversion on northeast 8-10-13-2. File No. 10791-23. 

Order made directing the G.T.P. Co. to open the crossing in question and to divert 
the highway between section 879. Order No. 15205 rescinded. See order 19976. 

4266. Application of the village of Maryfield against the C.N.R. Co., and the C. 
P.R. Co., regarding drainage. File No. 22406. 

Order made directing the railway companies to deepen the culverts under their 
tracks three feet as well as the ditches across their respective rights of way, the com- 
plainants, the C.N.R. and C.P.R. Companies, if called upon, to bear and pay one-third 
of the cost of lowering the culvert on the C.P.R. company’s right-of-way. See order 
19545. 

4267. Application of the Board of Trade of Rosetown, Sask., for an order direct- 
ing the construction of a transfer track between the line of the Canadian Pacific Rail- . 
way Co., and the line of the C.N.R. Co. at Rosetown, Sask. File 6713-39. 

Application for transfer track refused. Application to be considered as made by 
the Flax Decorticating Company for a spur under section 227. Board’s engineer to 
prepare a plan showing where spur is to be placed and to submit same to the town and 
C.N.R. 

4268. Application of the Board of Trade of Bladworth, Sask., for an order requir- 
ing the C.N.R. Company to make a properly graded road across their tracks at Third 
street, Bladworth, Sask. File No. 9487-1016. 

Order made directing the O.N.R. Co., to move the crossing lying to the south of 
the south switch to a point 60 feet from the said south switch and grade a road from 
the said crossing to the loading platform. See order 19713. 

4269. Application of Fred W. Green of Moosejaw, Sask., for an order directing 
the G.T.P. Ry. Co., to construct a cattle pass on his property section 8-17-27, Saskat- 
chewan. File 16305-18. 

Order made directing the railway company at its own expense, to construct a cat- 
tle pass. See order 19498. 

4970. Application of the Dominion Townlots, Ltd., for a street crossing at 
Broadway over the line of the O.P.R., near the present farm crossing N. 4 17 and 
19, west 2nd meridian, Sask. File 22207. 

Application refused. 

_ 4271. Application of the city of Regina for authority to cross with its municipal 
street railway and Bulyea and Colonsay branch of the O.P.R. at the intersection of 
4th avenue, immediately south of blocks 11 and 12, Eastview, Regina. File 22239. 

Order made granting the application, crossing to be protected by half inter- 
locking plant, providing, maintaining and operation to be borne one-half by the 
applicant and one-half by the C.P.R. See order 20612. 

4272. Application of city of Regina for authority to cross with its municipal 
street railway the commercial spur of ‘the O.P.R. where it crosses Winnipeg street at 
the intersection of Winnipeg street and Eighth avenue, Regina. File 22241. 

Order made granting the application, subject to the condition that the cars of the 
applicant be brought to a full stop before passing the crossing. See order 19494. 

4273. Application of city of Regina for authority to cross with its municipal 
street railway the Arcola branch of the C.P.R. over which the C.N.R. appears to have 
Tunning rights, and also commercial spur of the C.P.R. to serve the Armour abattoir, 
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all of which tracks cross Winnipeg street located between 9th and 10th avenues. File 
22242, 

Order made granting the application. Half interlocker to be installed with liberty 
to the C.P.R. Co. to put in an extra track if the company has the right to do so. : 

4274. Application of the city of Regina for authority to cross with its municipal — 
street railway a commercial spur of the C.P.R. at rail level on north Railway street — 
or Dewdney avenue, where said spur crosses said street in a westerly direction. File 
22244, 

Order made granting the application, subject to the condition that the cars of 
the applicant be brought to a full stop before passing over the crossing. See order © 
19495. 4 

4275. Application of city of Regina for authority to cross with its municipal — 
treet railway the commercial spur of the C.P.R. at rail level on Dewdney street — 
immediately west of Broad street. File 22245. > 

Order made granting the application, subject to the condition that the cars of ‘ 
the applicant be brought to a full stop before passing over the crossing. See ordec — 
19502. i 

4276. Application of city of Regina for authority to cross with its municipal i 
street railway the railway of the C.N.R. Co., at rail level on Fcurth avenue between : 
McIntyre and Lorne streets, where it will be necessary to cross two commercial spurs — 
of the company and the main line of the company running north and west, being the 
Regina-Saskatoon line of the company. File 22240. 

_ Order made granting the application, subject to the condition set forth on the 
order, providing for the protection of the crossing by a half interlocking plant. See 
order 19506. ; 

4277. Application of the city of Regina for authority to cross with its municipal — 
street railway the railway of the C.N.R. Co. at rail level on Albert street north, 
where the company’s line of railway intersects Albert street between Chicago and 
Washington avenues, by rail and half interlocking plant. File 22246. 

Order made granting the application, providing for the protection of the ero~7'ng 
by a half interlocking plant. See order No. 19508. 

4278. Application of the city of Regina for authority to cross with its municipal 
street railway the railway of the G.T.P.B.L. Co. at rail level at the intersection of 
Thirteenth avenue where the company’s railway crosses said avenue hetwecn Ross 
and Allen streets by rail and a half interlocking plant, and for an order permitting 
the city in the future to double track its said railway at said crossing, and that an 
order directing the company to furnish and maintain at its expense the necessary 
diamond. File 22243. ; 

Order made granting the application, providing for the protection of the crossing 
by a half interlocking plant. See order No. 19510. 

4279. Application of the city of Regina for authority to cross with its municipal — 
street railway the railway of the G.T.P.B.L. Co. at rail level with the intersection of © 
Fifth avenue where the company’s railway crosses said avenue between Ross and 
Parliament streets by rail and a half-interlocking plant, and for an order directing” 
the company to furnish and maintain at its expense the necessary diamond. File 
22247, 

Order made granting the application, providing for the protection of the crossingay 
by a half-interlocking plant. See order 19509. rs 

4280. Application of the city of Regina for authority to cross with its municipal 
street railway the railway of the G.T.P.B.L. Co. at rail level at the intersection of © 
Ilphinstone street immediately north of Sixteenth avenue by rail and a half-inter-— 
locking plant, and for an order directing the company to furnish and maintain at its 
expense the necessary diamond. File 22248. 
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Order made granting the application, providing for the protection of the crossing 
by a half-interlocking plant. See order No. 19507. 


4281. Application of the Board of Trade of Elbow, Sask., for an Order direct- 
ing the C.N.R. Co. to construct a siding at or near 35-24-5-3. 

Particulars of the location of siding to be filed with the board. If anything has 
been filed by C.N.R. or done re location at Elbow, Sask., Board of Trade to be served 
with a copy of the application before an order is made. 

4282. Application of the Saskatchewan Gravel and Supply Co., for an order 
directing the C.N.R. to construct a spur. File No. 22371. 

Order made granting the application. 

4283. Application of J. A. Purcell against the Grand Trunk Pacific Ry. Co. 
urging discrimination in bus service at Saskatoon and for refund of G.T.P. tickets 
honoured by him. File 17963. 

: Order made dismissing the application. See order 20805. 

4284. Application of the Helendale Gravel Co., Ltd., to compel the C.N.R. to 
construct a spur to a point on or near the road allowance at section 30, township 19, 
range 23, west 2, to a point on the north half of section 19, township 19, range 23, 
W.2. File 22370-2. 

Judgment reserved; parties to endeavour to reach a settlement between them- 
selves. 

4285. Application of the D’Arcy Board of Trade, Saskatchewan, with regard to 
placing an agent at that point. File 22412. 

Order made directing the C.N.R. to place an agent at D’Arcy on or before August 
f, 1913. 

4286. Application of G.T.P. for an order approving of highway crossing and 
closing of certain streets and lanes in the town of Moosejaw. Flie 10863-60. 

Order to issue granting the application upon consent of the city being filed. 

4987. Application of Wm. Alexander, Silverwood, Saskatoon, to construct spur 
track across the northeast quarter of section 15, and the northwest quarter of section 
14, township 37, range 5, west of the third meridian, municipality of Cory, Saskat- 
chewan, O.N.R. Co. File 22370. 

Order made authorizing the company to construct the spur upon the consent 
of the municipality being filed. 

4288. Application of the C.N.R. Co. on behalf of the National Paving Co. and 
the Bithulithic Construction Co. to construct an industrial spur. File 22334. 

Order made granting leave to the company to construct the spur upon the 
consent of the municipality being filed. 

4289. Application of the Tuxedo Park Co., Ltd., the Canada Cement Co., Ltd., 
and South Winnipeg, Limited, under sections 176 and 317 for an order directing 
the G.T.P. Ry. to receive, forward and deliver upon and from the existing spur now 
serving the property of the applicants situate in lots 60, 61, 62 and 63, in the parish 
of St. Charles, Man., upon such terms and conditions as the board may decide fair 
and equitable. File 15772. 

No order made. 

4290. Application of the Winnipeg Supply and Fuel Co., Ltd, to have their 
O.N.R. spur located on a portion of river lot No. 27, of the parish of St. Boniface, 
Winnipeg, Man., included in the joint terminals. 

Application withdrawn. 

4991. Application O.P.R., under section 287, for authority to construct an addi- 
tional track across Rue Plinguet, St. Boniface, Man., on its Winnipeg to Emerson 
branch, Manitoba division. File 21822. 

Deder made directing that the crossing be protected by a watchman between 
the hours of 7 a.m. and 7 p.m. See order 19638. 
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4299, Application O.P.R., under section 237, for authority to construct an addi- 3 
tional track across Marion street, in city of St. Boniface, Manitoba division. File © 
21823. 

Order made granting the application. See order No. 22332. 

4293. Consideration of the matter of yard limit boards in connection with rail- — 
way companies subject to the board’s jurisdiction. 

Norr.—This matter is set down to give the western officials or railway com- 
panies an opportunity of presenting their views. File 4135-21. (1 and 2.) 

Order made that the C.P.R. Co. withdraw its special rule “ F ” applying to western 
lines, and hereafter observe the uniform rules of the Board regarding yard limits. — 
See general order No. 108. 

4294, Application of the Northern Supply Company, of Winnipeg, Man., for an 
order requiring the G.T.P. to establish the same rate on sand and gravel from — 
Vivian to Winnipeg as charged by the O.P.R. and O.N.R. Companies for similar dis- — 
tances to Winnipeg. File 22008. 

Application dismissed. 

4295. Application of the Express Traffic Association of Canada on behalf of the 
express companies represented at Portage La Prairie, Man., for approval of delivery 
limits. File 4214-105. 

Express company undertook to arrange for delivery to nurseries for the year 
around and to exhibition grounds. Parties to furnish board pas a description of 
limits within which deliveries mentioned are to be made. 


4296. Application of the members of the Canadian Manufacturers’ Association, 
re express delivery limits in the city of Winnipeg. 

Parties are to endeavour to arrange a settlement as to the delivery limits com- 
plained of. ‘ 

4297, Application of the C.P.R. Co. for order authorizing it to construct tem-_ 
porary track on its Bergen northeasterly branch across the east Kildonan road, and 
also across the tracks of the Winnipeg Street Railway Co., already constructed along — 
said road where it crosses lot 58, of the parish of Kildonan, Man. File 20444.3. 

No order necessary. ' 

4298. Application of the O.P.R. Co. for an order authorizing it to construct its 
new trackage in railway yard, North Transcona, across the city of Winnipeg’s trans- _ 
mission line in lot 58, Kildonan, Man. File 1487-6. 

Order made granting the application. See order 19595. 

4299. Application of the C.P.R. Co. for authority to construct the tracks of its” 
Bergen northeasterly branch across the highway known as the west Kildonan road, 
and also across the tracks of the Winnipeg, Selkirk, and Lake Winnipeg Railway Co., 
Kildonan, Man. File 20444-1, 

Order made directing the C.P.R. Co. to construct on behalf of the municipality, 
subways at Scotia, Parkside, Main streets, and East Kildonan road, in province of 
Manitoba, subject to the terms and conditions of agreement dated 29th May, 1918, 
applicant company to bear and pay the cost of constructing the said subways and of 
moving the tracks of the Winnipeg, Selkirk and Lake Winnipeg Railway. See order 
20030. 

4300. Application of the municipality of Fort Garry in connection with the matter 
of subways occasioned by the O.N.R. cut-off, Winnipeg, Man. File 20311. — 

No order made. 

4301. Application of the municipality of Fort Garty for a subway at Pembina 
highway. File 20311. 

No order made. 

4302. Application of the municipality of Fort Garry re C.N.R. culvert at Win 
chester avenue. File 22407. 
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Order made directing the C.N.R. Co. to construct a culvert under its tracks on 
Ww erehcstor ave., Fort Garry, company not to charge the applicant more than $60 for 
the work. See aS 19544. ; 
4803. Application of the rural municipality of Fort Garry re Ges Ry. subway. 
File 21246. 
- . Application dismissed. 
4304. Re station at Franklin, Man., on the line of the C.P.R. Co. File 19203. 

_ __ Order made directing the railway company to move its station off the road allow-, 
ance to a point 300 feet west thereof, and to construct a suitable crossing. All work 
to be completed by August 16, 1913. 

4305. Re extension of C.P.R. hotel and station, Winnipeg. File 22280. 

No order made. | 
4 4306. Application of the residents of Niverville, for passenger accommodation on 
the Canadian Pacific Soo Flyer. File 20776. 
Application refused. ie 

4307. Application of Frank Yestrau for a station at Dufresne, Man., on the C. 

NR. File 20998. 
—  C.N.R. to erect a station and platform. The plans to be submitted to the board 
for approval. 
q 4308. Application of the Builders’ Supply Company, Winnipeg, regarding use 
of Birds Hill Sand Company’s siding. File 20741. 

Order made granting the application. .See order 19501. 

4309. Application of the C.P.R. Co. for an order approving the clearance of the 
tracks of its coaling plant in North Strathcona yards, Manitoba. File 21091. 
Order made granting the application. See order 19592. 
, 4310. Application of the Board of Grain Commissioners for an order compelling 
the O.N.R. to allow the C.P.R. to build into the Government Elevator at Port’ Arthur 
over the C.N.R. property. File 21826. 
’ Order made amending order No. 19936, to provide that the said connection be 
tr ade at the point shown on the O.N.R. Co.’s plans filed\with the board, providing the 
O.N.R. Co. extends its ee track to the proposed connection with she O.P.R. See 
acs No. 20221. 
4311. Application of the Winnipeg Sandstone and Brick Co.; Ltd., for an order 
directing the C.N.R. Co., to construct a spur crossing Pembina street from the O.N.R. 
siding on the east side of the railway work shops to the Winnipeg Sandstone and 
Brick Company’s manufacturing plant on the opposite side of Pembina street. File 
22434. : 
4312. Application of the Lake Winnipeg Shipping Company, Ltd., for an order 
directing the construction of a spur from the present line of railway of the C.N.R. to 
“run along the most southerly boundary of the northeast section 1, township 15, and 
other points. File 22370-3. 
_ Order made directing the construction of the spur upon the consent of the muni- 
Cipality being filed. 
- 4313. Application of H. V. Hudson, on behalf of W. A. Taylor, for an order per- 
ting the C.N.R. to move its siding from the C.N.R. Company’s line of railway serv- 
lots 23 and 33, part of block 1,.D.G. 1, parish of St. John. File 18578. : 
Order made authorizing the C.N.R. Co., to provide the age in question. See 
Or Bz. 19496. 
' 4314. Application T.H. & B. Ry Co., under sections 221, 223 and 222, for authority 
construct two spurs in the city of Ee cailton: Ont., from a point on mpribeule limit’ 
.T.R. right of-way, thence through lands of the Steel Company of Canada, Ltd., 
nd crossing Hamilton Radial Electric Ry. and highway known as Burlington to and 
nto lands of Steel Company of Canada, Ltd.; (2) for an order under sections 235 and 
athorizing the application to cross at grade the said Burlington street; (3). for 
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an order under section 227 for authority to cross at grade the railway of the Hamilton 
Electric Railway Company. File 22050. 

Application granted. 

4315. Application Hamilton Street Railway Company, under section 227, for per- 
mission to cross at rail level the spur tracks belonging to the Steel Company of Can- 
ada, on the base line between the Broken Front concession and first concession, town- 
ship of Barton, now located in the city of Hamilton, Ont. File 220382. 

Application granted. 

4316. Application of the Hamilton Street Railway Company, under section 227, 
for permission to cross at grade the tracks of the T.H. & B. Ry. at the intersection of 
Main street and Trolley street, Hamilton, Ont. File 22082-1. 

Application granted, full interlocker to be installed. F 

4317. Application of the Hamilton Street Railway Company, under section 227, 
for permission to cross at rail level the switch track belonging to the TH. & B. Ry: 
and used by them for serving the Grasselli Chemical Co. and National Steel Car Com- 
pany at its crossing of Burlington (Gilkinson) street, a short distance east of Ottawa 
street, Hamilton, Ont. File 22032-2. 

Application granted contingent on the report of the board’s engineer. 

4318. Application, G.T.R. under section 167, for approval of plan, profile and 
book of reference showing revised location of connecting track from their line of rail- 
way to the line of the T. H. & B. Ry. in connection with the layout of tracks serving 
the Steel Company of Canada at Hamilton, Ont. File 22060. 

Application granted. . 

4319. Application of C.N.D. Ry. under sections 227 and 176, for authority to con- 
struct its lines and tracks across the lines and tracks of the G.T.R. and to take pos- 
session of, use and occupy lands belonging to the said G.T.R. Co. sufficient to accom- 
modate double track railway line near Burlington, Ont. File 12021-69. 

Stands until other party brings it up again. 

4320. Application of D. L. McCarthy, of Toronto, relative to cost and location of 
street railway, electric light and telephone wires along grade separation North Toronto, 
Ont. File 12021-125. 

Order made directing that all wires at Yonge street and Avenue road, North 
Toronto, be placed under ground except the long distance wires of the Bell Telephone 
Co., each company to bear and pay the cost of moving its wires on the said streets. 
See order 19604. 

4321. Application of C.P.R. under section 227, for authority to construct its 
Forsyth Street branch across the tracks of the O.N.Q. Ry. in the east half of lot Cadas- 
tral No. 8, parish of Longue Pointe, Montreal, Que., at mileage 1-88, of said branch 
and to rearrange the sidings of the latter company. File 17716-5. 

Stands to be taken up upon the request of either party. 

4322. Application of the C.P.R. under section 258, for approval of change in loca- 
tion of stations at Farm Point, from mileage 16:05 to mileage 16-36, in lots 240 
hea 16, township of Hull, Que., on Maniwaki subdivision, Eastern Division. Fil 

2133. 

Order made authorizing the change in the location of the applicant company’ 
station at Farm Point. See order 19728. 

4323. Complaint of Geo. Baker, Arnprior, Ont., against damage caused by over 
flow of water on his plant on account of culvert under C.P.R. being too small. Fil 
21756. 

O.P.R. Company to submit a plan in ten days for a new and enlarged culvert. 

4324. Application of the town of Renfrew, Ont., under section 237, for an order 
directing the O.P.R. to provide and construct a suitable crossing where the company’s 
railway crosses and intersects Hall street in the town of Renfrew, Ont. File 21980. 

Order made granting the application. 
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4325. Complaint of John Scissons, South March, Ont., relative to refusal of O.N. 
O. Ry. to provide a cattle pass on his property on lot 11, concession 8, township of 
March, Ontario. File 3561-117. 
; No order necessary. Permission is given to Mr. Scissons to deepen the culvert to 
the extent of 6 inches at his own expense and under the supervision of the company’s 
officer. aA 
_ 4826. Application of C.N.R. for approval of plans showing proposed farm crossing 
for E. Good, lot 5, concession 6, township of Nepean, Ont. File 3878-550. 
Order made directing the applicant company, to construct a farm crossing as 
_ applied for. See order 19681. 
4327. Application of the C.P.R. under section 237, for authority to construct four 
_ extra tracks across May and Ridgeway streets in city of Fort William, Ont., the por- 
zn tion of said streets affected by the said crossing of track to be closed and replaced by 
_ street diversion on the northwesterly side of said tr 
File 20539. 
i Judgment reserved, board to visit the locus. 
# 4328. Consideration of the question of reciprocal demurra 
application in Canada. File 3775-1. 


No action taken, no one appearing. 
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commodities. File 8799-1. 
¢ No action taken, no one appearing. 
‘ye 4330. Petition of the residents of Hymers, Ont., for an order directing the O.N.R. 
Company to provide a station and a station agent at that point. File 22274, 

Order made directing the. O.N.R._Co. to appoint a caretaker at Hymers, care- 


taker to be appointed and work to be completed by 15th August, 1913. 
19744. 
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* 4331. Application of Messrs. Hunter and Hunter on behalf of the executors 
_ of the estate of the late Joseph Davidson for compensation for the value of the land 
_ destroyed by shutting off all access to the property of the estate, being lot 384, Black- 


woods addition to the town plot of Fort William. File 6911. Case 2963. 
Railway company to put tracks in such condition as to enable owners to get in 

and out of property. 

___—«- 4332. Application of the Board of Grain Commissioners for an order directing 
_ the C.N.R. Co. to allow the O.P.R. Co. to build a right of way for the Canadian Pacific 
Ry. Co. into the Government elevator at Port Arthur over the C.N.R. Co.’s property. 
- Judgment reserved. Board to visit the locus. Railway company to consider the 
question of absorbing the switching charges. 
4833. Application G. R. Duncan, Fort William, Ont., for authority to construct 
5 siding from the O.N.R. across Waterloo street in the city of Port Arthur to the 
-applieant’s property known as Union Centre in the township of McIntyre, Ont. File 
223777. 
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' Order made granting the application. See order 19633. 

Order made authorizing the applicant to build a spur from his property to the 
C.N.R. Oo.’s right of way, the balance of the spur to be built by the C.N.R. Co. 

| 4334. Questions having arisen as to the respective rights of the consignee and 
the carrier under rule 2 of the Canadian Car Service Rules, railway companies subject 
(0 the board’s jurisdiction, through the Canadian Car Service Bureau, or otherwise, 
will be required to state their reasons for separately assessing the customs, placement, 
and unloading periods, notwithstanding that the total time allowed by the rule may 
“not have been exceeded. File 17 00, part H. 

_ Matter referred to the traffic and operating officers of the board to take up with 
the representatives of the shippers and carriers. 
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4335. Questions having arisen as to the interpretation and application of th 
so-called “bunching” rule No. 7, of the Canadian Car Service rules, railway com- 
panies, subject to the board’s jurisdiction, through the manager of the Canadian Car 
Service Bureau, or otherwise, will be required to state what objection, if any, the} 
have to the substitution of the words “when owing to conditions for which the con 
signee is not responsible,” for the whole of rule 7, from the beginning down ta 
but not including the words “cars are tendered; ete.” File 1700-29, part 3. 

No order made; see judgment of Commissioner McLean, dated 11th February, 
1914. Appendix “C.” ; 

4336. Application of the T. I. & B. Ry. Co., under sections 26, 151 and 180, 
for authority to construct and maintain a stand pipe between its main tracks of rail- 
way on Hunter street, in the city of Hamilton, immediately west of John street. File 
99313. 

Applieation refused. . . 

4337. Application of the N. St. C. & T. Ry. for approval of revised location between 
township of Niagara and village of Niagara on the Lake. 

Norre.—Board will consider the request of the M.C.R. for reconsideration of this 
matter. File 3498-20. : 

Protest withdrawn, and order to issue accordingly. x 

4338. Application of the Montreal and Southern Counties Ry. for approval of its 
loeal passenger tariff No. 3, covering fares between Montreal and Richelieu and inter. 
mediate stations. File 12256-1. ; 

Stands; applicant company to furnish certaininformation in regard to the local 
rates in the province of. Quebec. hy 

4339. Application of the Canadian Freight Association, for approval of* proposed 
Supp. No. 1, to Canadian Freight Classification No. 16. File 19367. 

Order made consolidating, revising and amending supplement and supplementary} 
known as proposed supplement No. 5 to become effective 1st March, 1918. Sce orde: 
No. 18495, ' ; 

4340, Consideration of the objection of the Montreal Board of Trade to the add 
tional ratings for Homogenized Milk, namely, L.C.L..2, C.L. 4, included in proposes 
Supp. No. 1, to Canadian Freight Classification No. 16, submitted by the Canadia 
Freight Association for the board’s approval.” File 19367-7. 

Judgment reserved.. Mr. Walsh to furnish certain information asked for. Se 
notes. 

4341. Consideration of the objections of the Canadian Manufacturers Association 
‘and the. Montreal Board of Trade to the proposed increase in the ratings of dresse 

hogs from L.C.L. 3, @.L. 5, to L.C.L. 1, C.L. 4, as submitted by the Canadian Freigh 
Association, for the board’s approval in proposed Supp. No. 1 to Canadian Freight 
Classification No. 16. File 19367-7. 
Diseussed, subject to renewal. 
4342. Consideration of the proposition that by limiting the height of freight 
to 13 feet 6 inches from the top of rail to the running board, trainmen will be sat 
guarded, and grade separation facilitated, also of the proposals submitted by the Car 
adian Freight Association in conformity with the suggestion that this object woul 
be promoted by basing the minimum weights of the Canadian Freight Classificatie 
for light and bulky articles on the cubical capacity of box cars, instead of their length 
as at present. File 16932. ; 
Judgment reserved. 
4343. Consideration of the forms of live stock contracts submitted by railway cor 
panies subject to the jurisdiction of the board. (Adjourned hearing). File 16749-& 
Judgment reserved. ES 
4344, Application of the township of Fitzroy, Ontario, for an order directing 1 
‘ G.T.R. to construct a crossing over their railway at side road between lots 5 and 6, « “ 
cession 7, township of Fitzroy, Ontario. . 
Order made granting the application. ; 
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4345. Complaint of L. O. Christmann, Beachburg, Ont., relative to refusal of Ci. 
Y. O. Ry. to provide a farm crossing on his property on lot 8, concession 4, township: 
fot Westmeath, Ont. File 3561-162. 
4346. Application of R. T. McLaughlin, for an order. directing the O.N.O. Ry. to 
provide cattle passes on north half of lot 25, concession B, and north half of lot 24,, 
“concession B, township of Westmeath, Ontario, over which lands the C.N.O.R. Co. are 
constructing their road. File 8561-175. 
__. Order made for cattle pass. 
4347. Application of D. D. Campbell, Winnipeg, Man., for an order requiring 
_ railway companies to have grain cars stencilled with a line of inches in four places on 
each side of the car in order to show the depth of grain in the car. File 20070. 
._ Application refused; see judgment of Chief Commissioner, dated August 2, 1913, 
~appendix “ ©.” 
\ 4348. Railway companies subject to the board’s jurisdiction are required to show 
“cause why trunks containing wearing apparel and personal effects, when securely 
-ecorded should not be accepted for carriage by freight service. File 8954. 
; Order made in accordance with judgment of Chief Commissioner. 
4349. Consideration of the matter of amending order 16570 of May 22, 1912, in 
‘regard to railway fire protection. File 4741, part 4. 
Order made rescinding order No. 16570, dated 22nd May, 1912, and issuing new 
general order covering the question of fire protection. See general order No. 107. 
; 4850. Complaint of John J. McCarthy, Ottawa, Ont., alleging the refusal of the 
-O.N.R. to compensate him for extra land taken for their right of way on lots 9, 10 
-and 11, Ottawa street, village of Richmond, Ont. File 3561-163, 
No order made. 
4351. Application, C.L.O. & W. Ry. for authority to operate crossing of G.T.R. 
at Whitby temporarily for construction purposes. File 3701.46. 
- Board directed usual order to go with limitation for six months. 
; 4352. Application of the Fletcher Pulp and Lumber Co., Ltd., of Sherbrooke, for 
a Rukiion in the rate on export lumber from Sherbrooke to Montre al, Que., by the 
G. ae Oo, File 22525. 
Board decided that no order was necessary, the railway company undertaking to 
look -into the question of moving the lumber already hauled; the board’s operating 
officer to ascertain the quantity. 
f 4358. Application, Board of Trade of city of Toronto, Ont., for an order requir- 
ing railway companies to provide a carload rating of 4th class on peanut butter. 
_ (Adjourned hearing.) File 19367-17. 

— Judgment reserved, Mr. MacInnes to furnish the board and Mr, Marshall with 
statement mentioned at the hearing. 
4354. Application of L’Air Liquide Society, of Montreal, Que., for a rating on 
exygen gas of L.O.L. 3rd class and C.L. 5th class. File 19367-16. 
" Order made that the carload rating of 4th class provided for in C.F.C. for blaugas: - 
‘and carbonic acid gas be provided, also for oxygen and acetylene gas in carloads. That 
the application for a reduced less-than-carload rating of oxygen gas be refused. See 
order 20789. 
- 4855. Determination as between the railway companies and the Harbour Com- 
mission of Montreal, of the responsibility for thefts from freight cars while on the 
rails of the Harbour Commission at Montreal, on the application of the Chamber of 
Commerce for the district of Montreal, and the Montreal Dairy Company. File 21809. 
Judgment reserved. 
4356. On complaint of C. E. Colson & Son; of Montreal, the G.T.R., C.P.R. and 
O.N.R. Companies will be required to justify the additional charges for “ sorting” 
load freight inwards, for various consignees; also the extra charge for making 
y ken ‘collections or deliveries of outwards and inwards freight respectively, as 
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announced in ‘a circular of the Shedden Forwarding Co., Dominion Transport Co., 
’ and Canadian Northern Transfer Co., dated Montreal, April 1, 1912; also to explain 
the exclusion of the charges from their tariffs published and filed. File 18663-19. 

Struck off the list, 

4357. Railway companies which furnish cartage services will be required to show 
cause why, instead of cartage charges being collected on carload cartage freight upon 
the minimum weight provided in the freight classification, they should not be collected 
on the actual weight. File 21896. 

Application withdrawn. 

4358. Application of the Montreal Board of Trade for an order requiring the 
C.P.R. Co. to adjust its rates on sugar originating at Montreal, from Fort William to — 
points west thereof so that the rates shall not be greater for distances over 850 miles 
than are charged for similar distances from Vancouver, B.C. File 21714. ; 

Judgment reserved, matter to be dealt with the general inquiry into Western 
Rates. 


4359. Application, Montreal Corn Exchange Association, for an order suspending 
clause in supplement No. 9 to C.R.C. No, E-2480 (C.P.R. tariff E. 2080) cancelling 
the arrangement providing that shipments of grain products, etc., in carloads may be 
consigned to Outremont, Que., for inspection or orders. File 22491. 

Order made disallowing cancéllation of the stop-over arrangement at Outremont, 
Que., in connection with shipments of grain and grain products from Western Canada, 
also suspending the cancellation of stopover arrangements at Toronto, West Toronto, 
and Montreal and Outremont in connection with shipments of grain and other pro- 
ducts until otherwise ordered by the board. See order 19858. 


4360. The C.P.R. Co., will be required to speak to the allegation of the Vigars- 
Shear Lumber Co., of Port Arthur, that they have been charged a toll of $5 per car for 
switching lumber from their siding at Port Arthur to the interchange between the 
O.P.R. and O.N.R. at Port Arthur, on traffic destined for delivery on C.N.R. sidings 
at Westfort, the C.P.R. Co. having apparently failed lawfully t> publish and file the 
said toll. File 21753. 

Judgment reserved. Company’s answer to be filed within a reasonable time. 


4361. Complaint of Dartnell Ltd., of Montreal, Que., that the C.P.R. refuses them 
the allowance of twenty-four hours under rule 2 of the Car Service Rules, for desig- | 
nating the points at which they desire cars placed for unloading at Mile End, Que. 

Board decided not to make any order, the company stating that a refund of $4 
would be made to the complainants, being the amount of the switching charge col- 
lected by the company. 


4362. Application C.P.R. under section 178 for authority to expropriate certain 
lands being part of lots cadastral Nos. 111 and 112 of the village of Rigaud, county 
of Vaudreuil, Quebec, said lands being required for the purpose of constructing a 
“Y” track. File 21260. 

Application to re-open this matter refused. 


4363. Complaint of municipality of Melbourne and Brompton Gore, Quebec, 
relative to alleged dangerous crossing about three-quarters of a mile west of Kings- 
bury, on line of C.P.R., known as “ Miller Crossing.” File 9437-936. 

Order made directing the installation of a bell at Miller Crossing by the 18th 
November, 1913; 20 per cent of the cost of installation to be paid out of the Railway 
Grade Crossing Fund, and the balance by the railway compnay. See order 20587. 

4864, Complaint of Geo. H. Jones, Huntingdon, Que., relative to G.T.R. and 
N.Y.C. and H.R.R. (St. Lawrence and* Adirondack Division) blocking his farm cross- 
ing. File 19009. | 


No order made so far as Mr. Jones is concerned, railway company having stated 
that they settled with him. 
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€ 4365. Complaint municipality of Melbourne and Brompton Gore, Que., relative 
_ to alleged dangerous condition of crossing about three miles east of Kingsbury, on the 
_ river road of this municipality between Melbourne and Windsor Mills, on the line of 
the C.P.R. File 9437-937. 

* Board ordered the railway company to install an electric bell at the crossing of 
_ the river road, about three miles east of Kingsbury, said bell to be installed by 31st 
~ October, 1913; 20 per cent of the cost of installation to be paid out of the Railway 

Grade Crossing Fund, the balance by the railway company. See order 19837. 

4366. Complaint of municipality of Melbourne and Brompton Gore, Quebec, rela- 
tive to alleged dangerous condition of crossing on south shore of St. Francis river, 
between Melbourne and Brompton on the line of the C.P.R. File 14829. 

{ Order made that the C.P.R. Co. repair the retaining wall and raise it 1 foot 

higher and erect a standard railing along the same; also widen the road to a width 
of 18 feet throughout; work to be completed by 1st November, 1913, and after com- 
pleted, roadway to be maintained by the company for one year. See order 19838. 

4367. Complaint of Geo. Shearer, Huntingdon, Que., that the G.T.R. and N.Y.C. 
and H.R.R. are blocking his farm crossing. File 20494. 

See order made on file 19529. 

4368. Complaint of Mr. Chas. Shirreff, Huntingdon, Que., relative to G.T.R. and 
N.Y.C. and H.R.R. blocking his farm erossing. File 19529. 

Order made directing that sign boards be erected and maintained at the said 
crossings. Order to become effective by 2nd August, 1913, and company to be liable 
to a penalty of $100 for each violation or failure to comply with the provisions of the 
said order. See order 19986. 

; 4369. Application of C.N.O.R. Co. under section 237, for authority to construct 
across and divert the public road on lots 81 and 82, parish of Ste. Dorothée, Que., 
File 2342-109. 

Order made refusing the application for a level crossing and directing applicant 
company to construct a subway 12 feet in height. Detailed plan to be submitted for 
the approval of the board’s engineer. See order No. 20082. 


. 4370. Application of C.N.O.R. Co., under section 258, for sanction and approval 
of the location of its station grounds at Isle Jesus, in the parish of Ste. Dorothée, 
county of Laval, mile 38:40 from Hawkesbury East. File 2342-108. 
Judgment reserved. Board will endeavour to visit the locus. 
4371. Complaint of Th. Chase Casgrain, Montreal, Que., relative to dangerous 
crossing at the tracks of the G.T.R. and C.P.R., on the road leading from Beacons- 
field to Ste. Geneviéve, Que. File 9487-901. 
Order made that the C.P.R. Co. forthwith place a watchman on duty at said 
crossing from 8 a.m. to 7 p.m., until October 15, and thereafter from May 15 to 
October 15 in each year, two-thirds of the cost to be paid by the railway and a third 
by the municipality. 
4372. Application of the residents of La Conception, Que., for an order directing 
the C.P.R. to install an agent at that point. File 20588. 
Railway company to file a statement of earnings, freight, passenger and express, 
in and out, the statement to show the earnings af the time the agent was taken out, 
and what they are at the present time. 
3 4373. Petition of the residents of St. Hyacinthe, Que., for an order directing the 
G.T.R. and C.P.R. to sell commutation tickets between St, Hyacinthe and Montreal, 
Que. File 21783. 

No order made. Board held that this application was covered by its judgment in 
_ the Brampton case. See judgment of the Chief Commissioner, dated September 380, 
1918. Appendix “0.” 

4374, Application of city of Maisonneuve, Que., and Shawinigan Water and 
‘Power Co., for an order varying the terms of order No. 16998 authorizing the C.P.R. 
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to construct a branch line of railway through the town of Maisonneuve, Que. File 
17716, part 2: cs 

Order made amending order No. 16998, to provide that Charlemagne street be left 
open, and that the application with respect to the streets to the east be refused. Sve 
order 19800. 

4375. Complaint of E. W. Mahon, et al, relative to danger to pedestrians crossing 
Victoria bridge from Point St. Charles to St. Lamberts on account of refusal of G.T. 
R. to light same, also against the toll charged to cross this bridge. File 21678. 

Condition of highway to be inspected, the lighting of bridge to be referred to the 
board’s electrical engineer; the company to submit any agreement it desires in writing, 
and send a copy to the.complainants. Also to furnish the board with a copy of the 
agreement mentioned. 

4876. Application of the city of Lachine, Que., under section 238, for an order 
directing the G.T.R. to remove existing electric bell and install and maintain gates 
and appoint day and night watchmen for better protection at railway crossing at 
2nd avenue, Lachine, Que. File 8448, case 3021. 

Board decided not to make an order, company to keep the bell in order; referred 
to the board’s inspector for report. 

4377. Application of the city of Lachine, Que., under séction 238 for an order 
directing the G.T.R. to remove existing electric bell and install and maintain gates 
and appoint day and night watchmen for better protection at railway crossing at 
Highteenth avenue, city of Lachine, Que. File 9487-191. , 

Order made directing the Grand Trunk Railway Co, to install gates to be operated 
by day and night watchmen at 18th street in city of Lachine, work to be completed 
within three months from the approval of the plan, 20 per cent of the cost to be paid 
out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund, 55 per cent by the railway company, 25 per 


cent_by the applicant. Order No. 9616, dated 7th February, 1910, rescinded. See 
order No. 21711. 


4378. Application, L.J.C. & M. Ry. Co., under section 178, for authority to expro- 
priate certain lands from the Montreal Gas Co., said lands being required for the — 
diversion of Harbour street in the city of Montreal, Que. File 14329.19, ; 

Order made that the applicant company be authorized to take the said lands in 
the city of Montreal. See judgment ‘of the Chief Commissioner, dated September 25, 
1913. Appendix “ C,” 

4379. Application, C.P.R. under section 178, for authority to expropriate certain — 
lands belonging to the Franciscan Brothers, and being part of the unsubdivided por- 
tion of the lot cadastral No. 1637 of the cadastral St. Antoine ward, of the city of 
Montreal, Que., said lands being required in connection with the Windsor street ter- 
minals. File 19102.5. 

Order made granting application. See order 19090. 

4380. Complaint of Chas. Skelton, Montreal, Que., relative to O.N.R. proposed — 
elevated tracks across the Haymarket square in the city of Montreal, Que. File 
18588.30. 

No action taken. Stands with other tunnel cases. 

4381. Complaint of Mrs. C, Stoddard, 46 Overdale ave., Montreal, Que., with — 
reference to the treatment she has received from the Bell Telephone Co., in connec- — 
tion with the installation of a Blake set in her house. File 3574.88, ~ . 

No order necessary, as matter settled. 

4382. Consideration of the matter of the conditions on the Quebec, Montreal and _ 
eee Ry., Southern Division, between St. Hyacinthe and Iberville Junction. 
Mile 22488, 


Case struck off the list. i 
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4883. Complaint of the Milton Pressed Brick Co., of Milton, Ont., against che 

‘proposed increase by the G.T.R. and C.P.R. in the rate on brick from Milton to 

Toronto on August 1, 1913, from 3 cents to 34 cents per 100 pounds. File 22161. 

Struck off the list. 

4384. Complaint of the Rosedale Sawmill Co., of Toronto, Ont. 

(a) Against the increases in the Canadian Northern Ontario’s switching charge 

‘irom their siding to the O.N.O. Ry. interchange with the C.P.R. and G.T.R. in 

Toronto terminals. 

(6) Against the increased switching charges from the said interchanges to the 

various points of delivery within the Toronto terminals. 

(c) That the Grand Trunk and C.P.R. Companies refuse to place their cars for 

unloading on team tracks within the Toronto terminals. 

(d) That in its rates for the haulage of logs to complainant’s mill the C.N.O. Ry. 

Co. discriminates against them, and in favour of the Holt Lumber Co. 

(e) That the C.N.O. Ry. Co., disregarding its agreement with the complainants, 

refuses to reimburse to them the cost of their constr uction work on their siding. File 
22269. 

Stands to be dealt with in connection with the general question of interswitching. 

4385. Complaint of J. G. Cane & Co., Toronto, Ont., against the increased charge 

of the C.N.O. Ry. and C.P.R. companies for switchiitg cars from the Rosedale Sawmill 

Co.’s, C.N.O. Ry. siding to the C.P.R. North Toronto yards. Supplementary to the 

complaint of the Rosedale Sawmill Co. File 22536. 

Stands to be dealt with in connection with the general question of interswitching. 

4386. Complaint of R. J. Cousins, Enterprise, Ont., relative to cattle pass on C. 

.O. & W. Ry. in the township of Camden, Ontario. File 3701-61. 

Application withdrawn, company having settled with the complainant for $325. 

4387. Application of Joseph Calverly, Parry Sound, Ont., for an order directing 

the C.P.R., to construct a farm crossing at lot 12, concession A, township of McDougal, 

Ontario. File 21217. , 

Order to go upon consent being filed by Mr. Ireland. 

4388. Petition of residents of the vicinity of Drayton, Ont., for an order directing 

the G.T.R. to furnish better accommodation at that point. File 21077. 

Stands for consideration by the railway company. If betterments are not made, 
the case will be reinstated in the list. 

4389. Application of J. D. Howdne, Whitby, Ont., under section 254, for an order 

directing the C.L.O. & W. Ry., to construct a suitable farm undercrossing on lot 24, 

concession 2, township of Whitby, Ontario. File 3701-311. 

~ Order made that the railway company provide a suitable farm crossing by means 

an undercrossing, 12 feet by 12 feet. See order 19912. — : 

4390. Application of town of Bowmanville, Ont., under section 237, for an order 

“directing the C.L.O. & W. Ry. to carry High’street over the railway by means of a 

suitable bridge. File 3701-178. 

Referred to the board’s engineer for Baa 

4391. Complaint of municipality of Tecumseh, Ont., relative to condition of cul- 

yert on the line of the C.P.R. at Seventh Concession line, township of Tecumseh, 

Ontario. File 22378. 

Order made directing the G.T.R. Cv. to construct and maintain a culvert under its 

tracks in the said township of Tecumseh as shown on plan dated February 28, 1918, 

the cost of construction and maintenance to be borne by the C.P.R. Co., w rk to be 

completed by September 13, 1918. See order 19988. 

4392. Application of R. J. Patterson, Omemee, Ont., for an order directing the 

.R. to provide a cattle pass where the railway crosses his land on lot 4, concession 

0, township of Ops, Ontario. File 2100-108. 

_ Order made directing the railway company to provide a suitable cattle pass 5 feet 

§ inches in height, work to be completed by the 20th September, 1913. See order 19965. 
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4393. Application of R. H. Souch for an order directing the O.L.O. & W. Ry. Co. 
to construct a subway on his lots 3 and 4, concession 2, township of Darlington, 
Ontario. File 3701-302. 

Order made refusing the application. See order 19948. é 

4394, Application of C.L.O. & W. under section 237, for authority to construct 
its tracks across Ontario street, Cobourg, Ont., by means of a grade crossing at mileage 
120-20 from Glen Tay, Ont. File 3701-286. 

Order made granting application. See order 19870. 

4395. Application of C.L.0. & W. (1) under section 167 for an order approving 
of a revision of a portion of its line in lot 23, concession “ A,” township of Brighton; 
and (2) under section 176 for authority to take from the G.T.R. Co. the extra land 
required for right of way in the northwest half of lot 23, concession “ A,” township. 
of Brighton, Ontario. File 8701-298. — - 

Order made granting application. See order No. 19939. 

4396. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the G.T.R. 
over Yonge street, 1:5 miles south of Aurora, Ont., at mileage 28-66. File 94387 -207. 

Order made directing that the side road be diverted into Yonge street as shown on 
the plan filed with the board, the railway company to provide the land necessary for 
such diversion, and deed it to the township; also directing that the railway company 
install by the 24th September an electric bell at the crossing at Yonge street and 
maintain same at its own expense, the cost of installation to be borne, 20 per cent 
out of Railway Grade Crossing Fund and the balance by the railway compnay. See 
order No. 19916. 

4397. Application of the Hamilton Mountain Park Oo., Ltd., for an order (a) 
authorizing the construction of an incline railway over and across the tracks of the 
T. H. & B. Ry. and the G.T.R. at or near Wentworth street south, below the moun- 
tain, Hamilton, Ont.; (b) for an order directing each of the said railway companies 
to pay such amounts as the board may think right towards the construction of said 
incline railway. File 21939. 

Struck off the list by consent of the parties, with leave to be brought on on notice 
by interested party. 

4398. Application Hamilton Street Railway Company, under section 227, for 
permission to cross at rail level the spur tracks belonging to the Oliver Chilled Plow 
Works of Canada, Ltd., on Gilkinson street, opposite McKinstry street, in the city 
of Hamilton, Ont. File 22310. 

Order made granting application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order; crossing to be protected by half interlocking plant. Applicant. company to 
bear the cost of providing, maintaining, and operating same. See order No. 19816. 

4399. Application of the T.H. and B. Co., under sections 237, 288 and 239, for an 
order authorizing them to permanently divert and close part of the highway between 
lots 14 in the 10th and 11th concessions, township of Pelham, Ontario, and to open 
a new highway in lieu thereof; the railwya company to acquire certain lands belong- 
ing to Alonzo Jennings for the purpose of carrying out the above work. File 21620-6. 

Order made granting application subject to certain conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 20184. 

4400. Applicatioin T.H. & B. Oo., under sections 237, 288 and 239, for an orde 
authorizing them to permanently divert and close part of the highway between lo 
1 in the 18th and 14th concessions, township of Pelham, Ontario, and to open a ne 
highway in lieu thereof; the railway compnay to acquire certain lands belonging t 
George Daboll, for the purpose of carrying out the above work. File 21620-7. 

Order made granting application subject to conditions set forth in the order. S 
order No. 20134. 

4401. Application T. H. & B. Ry. Co., under sections 237, 238 and 239, for a 
order authorizing them to permanently divert and close part of the highway betw 
lots 9 in the 11th and 12th concessions, township of Pelham, Ontario, and to op 
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a new highway in lieu thereof; the railway company to acquire certain lands belong- 
ing to Thomas Toor for the purpose of carrying out the above-mentioned work. 
File 21620-8. 

Order made granting application subject to conditions set forth in the order. 
_See order No. 20184. 

4402. Application T. H. & B. Ry. Oo., under sections 237, 238 and 239, for an 
order authorizing them to permanently divert and close part of the highway between 
lots 5 in the 12th and 13th concessions, township of Pelham, Ontario, and to open a 
_ new highway in lieu thereof, the railway company to acquire certain lands belonging 
_ to Jemima Sutton for the purpose of carrying out the above work. File 21620-9. 

Order made granting application and rescinding order No. 20184. See order 
No. 21400. 
4403. Application of John A. Carr for an order directing the G.T.R. to provide 
_ a farm crossing on his property on lot 223, range 5, township of Godmanchester, county 
of Huntingdon, Quebec. (Adjourned hearing). File 22325. 
e Case withdrawn as matter settled. 
a 4404. Application of Toronto and Niagara Power Co., under section 249, for an 
- order directing the C.P.R. to permit the applicant company to carry its wires across 
_ the right of way of the said railway in lot 6, concession 3, township of York, Ontario. 
_ File 22682. 
ig Order made amending order 4669, dated April 15, 1908, to provide that the said 
- erossing be made in accordance with plan No. 6123, filed with the board. C.P.R. 
Oo. directed to permit crossing. See order No. 20049. 
g 4405. Application Toronto & Niagara Power Co., under section 249, for an order 
directing the G.T.R. to permit the applicant company to carry its wires across the 
right of way of the said railway to Davenport road, Toronto, Ont. File 22683. 
< Order made amending order 5850, dated December 15, 1908, to provide that the 
- erossing be made in accordance with plan No. 6128. G.T.R. directed to permit such 
crossing accordingly. See order 19974. : 

4406. Application C.L.O. & W. for approval of plan showing proposed farm cross- 
- ing on lot 14, concession 3, township of Scarboro, Ont., mile 181. File 3701-305. 

Matter stands at request of applicant. 

4407. Application O.N.O. Ry., under section 237, for authority to cross, with its 
line of railway Dundas street between lot 9, concession B, and lot 1, concession C, 
township of Etobicoke, Ontario, by means of a structure carrying the highway over the 
_ railway and to divert Church street, lot 10, concession B, and lot 1, concession C, in 
said township. File 12021-115. 

Referred to the board’s chief engineer to deal with. 


4408. Application of C.N.O. Ry., under sections 167 and 151 for sanction and 
approval of the revised location of its line through the township of York and part of 
the city of Toronto, Ont., mileage 2-23 to mileage 6-16 from Yonge street. File 
12021-1381. 
Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 20678. 

4409. Application of C.N.O. Ry., under section 227, for authority to construct its 
lines and tracks across the lines and tracks of the G.T.R., C.P.R. and Toronto Subur- 
ban Ry. Companies in the city of Toronto, Ont. File 12021-130. 

Order made granting the application. See order 21893. 
. 4410. Application of G.T.R., under sections 222 and 237, for authority to construct 
(a) an additional track across the subway at Weston road, Weston, Ont., and (b) a 
siding and spurs therefrom commencing at a point on saat tailway east of Weston road, 
hence extending across subdivision lots 81, 80, 89, 88, 87, 86, in lot 6, concession 5, 
jownship of York, and crossing Oak street in the village of Weston, to and into the 
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premises of the Toronto Structural Steel Co., Ltd., on lot 9, concession 5, township of 
York, Ontario. File 22517. ; 

Order made granting the application. See order No. 19944. 

4411, Application of the C.P.R., under section 237, for authority to construct an 
additional track (third track) across Bloor street, Lansdowne avenue and Brock 
avenue, in city of Toronto, Ont., on the applicant company’s main line. File 22354. 

Order made granting apphickitna! See order 19906. 

4412. Application of C.P.R., under section 227, for authority to construct its 
Forsyth street branch across the tracks of the C.N.Q. Ry. in the east half of lot cadas- 
tral No. 8, parish of Longue Pointe, Montreal, Que., at mileage 1-88 of said branch, 
and to rearrange the siding of the latter company. File 17716-5. 

Order to issue on consent. 

4413, Application of Toronto Suburban Ry. Co., under section 227 for an order 
authorizing it to construct a railway track across the tracks of the G.T.R. where they 
intersect the applicant company’s railway on the Acton Tanning Company’s property 
at Acton, Ont. File 20564. 

Order made amending order No. 18373 by providing that an addition to the tracks 
authorized to be crossed under said order. The applicant company be authorized to 
cross as shown on plan filed with the board. The applicant company to put in diamond 
and be at all expense of construction and maintenance. See order 19957. 

4414, Application of the Lake Erie & Northern Ry. Co., under section 227, for an 
order approving of the under-crossing of the G.T.R. Co., at Paris, Ont. File 18034-26. 

Order made granting the application. See order 19244. 

4415. Complaint of Messrs. Jones, Shearer and others re blocking of crossings — 
by New York Central trains. File 20612. 

Statement made that matter had been settled by payment of $500. 

4416, Application CO.N.O.R. Co., under section for approval of location 
through the town of North Bay, mile 343-55 to 346-42 sie Montreal (North Bay to 
Capreol Junction line). File 18402-8 

Struck off the list. 

4417. Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 237, for authority to construct its 
line of railway across public road between concessions 12 and 18, township of Chisholm, 
district of Nipissing, station 114-47, Mile 210-87. File 18402-50. 

Order made amending order No. 18616 by approving of the proposed diversion 
shown on plan filed by the railway company subject to the terms of the agreement 
between the municipality of the township of Chisholm and the railway company. See 
order 20059. 

4418, Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 287, for authority to construct — 
cross Bourke street in the town of North Bay, Ont. File 18402-78. | . 

Order made granting the application ‘subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 20500. 

4419. Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 237, for authority to construct 
across Durrel street, North Bay, Ont. File 18402-79. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 20500. . ; 

4490, Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section.237, for authority to construct 
across Jane street, North Bay, Ont. File 18402-80. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 20500. 

4491, Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 237, for authority to construct 
across Bell street, North Bay, Ont. File 18402°-81. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 20500. 

4422. Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 237, for authority to construct 
and divert Marion street in the town. of North Bay, Ont. ‘ File 18402 -82. 
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Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 20500. 
4423. Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 237, for authority to construct 
across Copeland street in town of North Bay, Ont. File 18402-83. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 20500. : 

4494. Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 237, for authority to construct 
across William street, North Bay, Ont. File 18402-84. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 20500. 


4495. Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 237, for authority to construct 

across McIntyre street, North Bay, Ont. File 18402-85. S 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 

order. See order 20500. 

"4496. Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 287, for authority to construct 

aeross and divert Second avenue, North Bay, Ont. File 18402-86. 

z Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 

order. See order 20565. P 

4497, Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 237, for authority to construct 

_ across Timmins street, North Bay, Ont. File 18402-87. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 

' order. See order 20500. . 

_ 4428. Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 2387, for authority to construct 

across Nipissing street, North Bay, Ont. File 18402-88. 

Order made granting the application subject, to the conditions set forth in the 

order. See order 20500. 

4499, Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 237, for authority ‘to construct 

» across Wylde street, North Bay, Ont., by means_of a structure carrying the railway 

- over the highway. File 18402-89. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 

ordér. See order 20500. 

4430. Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 237, for authority to construct 

across Klock avenue, in town of North Bay, Ont., by means of a structure carrying 

__the railway over the highway. File 18402-90. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 

order. See order 20500. 

4431. Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 237, for authority to construct 

across Front street, North Bay, Ont., by means of a structure carrying the railway 

over the highway. File 18402-91. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 

order. See order 20500. 

44392, Application O.N.O.R. Co., under section 237, for authority to close Cedar 

' street and divert the traffic by extending McLarne avenue from Klock avenue to 

‘Hime strect, North Bay, Ont. File 18402-92. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 20500. 

4 4433, Application €.N.O.R. Co., under section 237, for authority to construct 

across Fisher street in the town of North Bay, Ont., by means of a structure carrying 

the railway over the highway. File 18402-93. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 

order. See order 20500. ae 

- 4484, Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 237, for authority to construct 

across Ferguson street, North Bay, Ont., by means of a structure carrying the railway 
the highway. File 18402-94. 
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Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 20500. 

4435, Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 287, for authority to constedae 
across Third street, North Bay, Ont., File 1840295. 

Order made granting the apohontion See order 20654. 

4436, Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 2387, for authority to construct 
across Cassels street, North Bay, Ont., by means of an overhead structure carrying the 
railway over the highway. File 18402-96. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 20500. 

4437. Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 237, for authority to construct 
across Metcalfe street, in town of North Bay, Ont. File 18402-97. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 20500. 

4438. Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 237, for authority to construct 
across Harvey street, North Bay, Ont. File 18402-98. 

Order made granting the application, subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 20500. 

4439. Application C.N.O.R. Co., for approval of plans showing proposed subway 
at Fraser street, North Bay, Ont. File 18402-99. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 20500. 

4440. Application C.N.O.R. Co., under section 237, for authority to construct its 
line of railway across John street, North Bay, Ont. File 18402-100. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 20500. 

4441. Application O.N.O.R. Co., under section 237, for authority to construct its 
line of railway across the public ed on lot 8, concession 5, township of Crerar, 
_ district of Nipissing, Ontario, station 3294-29. File 18402-101. 

Order made RAS ee the application. See order 19989. 

4442. Application C.P.R. under section 237, for authority to construct its Forsyth 
Street branch from mile 0-7 to mile 1:7 over and across the highways in the town of 
Maisonneuve, parish of Montreal, Que., as follows: Bourbonniere, D’Orleans, Jeanne 
D’Are, Pie IX, Desjardins, Lasalle, Letourneau, Bennett and Aird streets, Fifth, 
Fourth, Third, Second and First avenues. File 17716-10. 

Order made granting the application. See order 19958. 

4443. Application of C.L.0. & W. Ry. Co., under sections 30, 151 and 257, for 
authority to divert Fourth Depot river in lot 12, concession 8, township of Hinchin- 
brooke, Ontario, and to construct a bridge across the said river as so diverted at 
mileage 83-54 from Glen Tay on its line of railway. File 3701-324. 

Order made authorizing the applicant company to divert Fourth Depot river and 
to construct bridge across the said river as diverted, mileage 33-54 from Glen Tay. 
See order 2023 

4444, Application of the C.L.O. & W. Ry Co., under sections 30, 151, and 257, for 
authority to divert Fourth Depot river in lot 12, concession 8, township of Hinchin- 
brooke, Ontario, and to construct a bridge across the said river as so diverted at mileage 
33-54, File 3701-324. 

Order already issued. 

4445. Application of St. Mary’s Portland Cement Co., Ltd., under section 226, 
for an order compelling the G.T.R. to construct a spur leading off the G.T.P. lines, 
15th district, near St. Mary’s to and into the premises of the applicant on a part of 
lot 22, concession 17, township of Blanchard, Ontario, and to connect same with the 
tracks existing on said premises leading off the O.P.R. File 21881. 

Order made for construction of spur under section 222, and for connection with 
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4446. Application, O.N.O. Ry. Co., under section 237, for authority to construct 
its line of railway across the public road between concessions B and 2, township of 
_ Westmeath, Ontario. File 3561-122. 

Order made amending order already issued. 

4447. Application of Wm. and Robert Wilson for an order directing the C.N.O. 

_ Ry. to provide a cattle pass on lot 26, concession B, township of Westmeath, Ontario. 

File 3561-148. 

Order made directing the C.N.O.R, Co., to construct a suitable farm crossing and 

_ eattle pass at the point in question, and that the applicant company pay back by the 

_ 14th October, 1913, the money received by them from the railway company for the 

right of way. See order 20458. | 

4448. Application of Kerr and Thompson, Hamilton, Ontario, on behalf of pro- 
_ perty owners, to amend orders of the board Nos. 16671 and 18906, in re shunting by 
_ the G.T.R. on Ferguson avenue, Hamilton, Ont. File No. 18292, part 3. 

Order made amending orders 16671 and 18906. 

4449. Application of the Glengarry and Stormont Railway Co., under section 227, 
for leave to cross the G.T.R, at a point north of the town of Coal Ontario. File 
 99902-1. 

Order made granting the application, interlocking plant to be established at the 

i expense of the applicant company. See order No. 22325. 

4450. Complaint of certain freeholders of the townships of March and Torbolton, 
Ontario, against the station site selected by the O.N.O. Ry. and approved by order of 
_ the board No, 17342, and located at mile 22, west of Ottawa, Ontario. File 20309. 
t Complaint dismissed. Order stands. 

: 4451. Application of the G.T.P. Ry. Co., under section 222, for authority to con- 

_ struct wye track at mile 29, west of Yellowhead pass, Cariboo district, British Colum- 

_ bia. (Adjourned hearing.) File 3452-32. 

$ Order made on consent granting application. 

4452. Consideration of the matter of requiring railway companies subject to the 

_ board’s jurisdiction to equip locomotives with air hose on the front end. File 22955 

= No order made. 

2 4453. The Canadian Pacific Railway Co. will be required to show cause why Sup- 
_ plement No. 17, to tariff C.R.C. No. W-1615, increasing the rate on lumber shingles 
"and other articles taking lumber rates from British Columbia coast and interior mills 

_ to points on its Sault Ste. Marie division, suspended by order of the board No, 20245, 
should not be disallowed. File 1179-13. 

Order made rescinding order No. 20245. 

; 4454, The Canadian Pacific Ry. Co. will be required to show cause why Supple- 
‘tment No. 24 to tariff O.R.C. No. W-1718, increasing the rate on rattan furniture from 
Vancouver and Victoria, B.C.; to points in Manitoba, suspended by order of the board 
No. 20246, should not be disallowed. File 1179-12. 

; Board directed that the tariff may become effective, 

‘ 4455. Application of the North American Smelting Co., Ltd., of Kingston, 
_ Ontario, for a reduction of the freight rates on lead ores and silver bearing lead ores 
from points in British Columbia to Kingston, Ontario, and on pig lead from Kingston 

to Montreal, Que., Toronto, Ontario, and all other eastern points. File 22013. 

Judgment reserved. 

4456. The railway companies, through the Canadian Freight Association, will be 

‘equired to present to the board the bases of joint class and commodity tariffs, not 

eady published and filed, in accordance with the undertaking given the late chief 

commissioner, for the railway companies, by Messrs. MacInnes and Hayes, on the 10th 

of April, 1912. (Adjourned hearing). File 5261, case 1871. 

- Judgment reserved. Stands to be taken up after hearing of Western Rates Case. 
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4457. Application of the city of Toronto, Ont., for approval of plans of viaduet 
carrying Bloor street across the property of the C.P.R., the O.N.O. Ry. and the G.T. 
R. to connect the existing highway with Danforth avenue, east of the Don river. File 
92967. 

Application refused so far as it affects the C.P.R. Co. 

4458. Application of the 0.L.0. & W. Ry. Co., under sections 167 and 178, for an 
order authorizing (1) a revision in the location of a portion of its line in the town of 
Cobourg from mile 119-87 to mileage 120-18 from Glen Tay; and (2) the taking of 
extra land required for right of way purposes from the G.T.R. Co. in lot 17, concession 
A, town of Cobourg, Ont. File 3701-326. . . 

Order made granting the application; but not to issue until the G.T.R. Co., makes 
its election in-the matter. ‘ 

4459, Application of the 0.L.0. & W. Ry. Co., under section 22? for authority to 
cross the G.T.R. spur track at mile 120-02 from Glen Tay, in the town of Cobourg, 
Ont. File 3701-65. 

Order made granting the application. Applicant company to insert at its own 
expense a diamond from the tracks of the G.T.R. Co. Crossings to be protected by 
interlocking plant. See order 21181. 

4460, Application of the corporation of the city of Ottawa, Ont., under section 250, 
for an order permitting the said corporation to construct and maintain a brick and 
conerete sewer across the lands of the 0.P.R. Co., comprising the Broad street yard of 
said company, and under the tracks and rails of the said company situate in the said 
yard. (Adjourned hearing). . File 22846. 

Order made granting the application. 

4461. Application of W. R. Kirk, Foresters Falls, Ont., for an order directing the 
C.N.O. Ry. to provide a cattle pass on his property on lot 9 (south half), concession 
9, township of Ross, Ontario. File 18402-74. 

Order made directing the C.N.O.R. Co., to construct a live-stock pass under its 
railway.. See order No. 20677. < 

- 4462, Application of the C.P.R., under sections 222 and 237, for authority to con- 
struct the tracks of the industrial spur across King Edward avenue, Cumberland and 
Dalhousie streets, in city of Ottawa, Ont. (Adjourned hearing). File 22366. 

Withdrawn by the applicant company, with leave to renew. ; 

4463. Consideration of the matter of requiring railway companies subject to the 
board’s jurisdiction, at points where the decks of turn tables are not already slatted or 
planked, to either plank the deck of turn’ tables or slat same with say 3 by 1-inel 
slats, leaving a space of 1 inch between each slat so as to allow for water leaking from 
engines or snow melting on the deck to run to the table pit, thus avoiding a collection 
of ice on the deck in cold weather; in the case of new turn tables ties to be spaced not 
more than 2 inches apart, or else planked or slatted as above referred to. File 22913 
. Board decided that no order is necessary. 

4464. Consideration of the matter of requiring railway companies subject to the 
board’s jurisdiction to show cause why they should not equip motor cars used for pur. 
poses other than the transfer of passengers, with whistles or bells to be sounded whe 
approaching crossings. File 20350. ; 

No action deemed necessary, the matter having been brought to the attention 0: 
the railway companies. “ 

4465. In the matter of the application of the corporation of the city of Berlin 
Ont., under sections 247 and 248 of the Railway Act, for an order directing the Can 
adian Pacific Railway and the Great North Western Telegraph Co. to remove theil 
wires and cables from that portion of Queen street north lying between King stree 

and Weber street in said city, and for an order directing the Bell Telephone Co. o 
Canada to remove its poles, wires and cables from that portion of King street wes 
lying between Wellington street and the western limits of the said city, and directin; 
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that the said lines of wires and cables be placed and carried in underground conduits. 
File 22931. 

Telephone company to remove its wires from the poles on Queen street, and 
municipality to allow the companies equivalent right on poles on another street, but 
to have the right to remove poles from Queen street. Telegraph companies to file par- 


_ticulars of quantities and cost. Bell Telephone Company to furnish board with infor- 


mation and figures mentioned. See also files 22981-1 and 22931.2. 

4466. Complaint of the Campbellford Board of Trade, relative to alleged unsatis- 
factory train service of the G.T.R. at that point. File No. 22348. 

- Referred to the Board’s engineering and traffic departments to investigate and 
report upon. 

4467. Complaint of the Board of Trade, Picton, Ont., alleging defective train 
connections by the Canadian Northern Railway Company with the Grand Trunk Ry. 
eastbound, at Trenton; also insufficient mail service from Picton to Trenton for 
eastern destinations. File Nos. 23194 and 21772. 

Complaint withdrawn, except as to the mail and express service, in respect of 
which judgment is reserved. 

4468. Complaint of the Board of Trade, Picton, Ont., that the joint rates charged 
by the O.N. Express Co. on fruit from Prince idward county points are excessive 


compared with the rates on similar traffie from the N iagara district, particularly to 


such points as Peterboro and Port Hope, to which distance favours complainants: also 
alleging defective transfer service for fruit and delays thereto at Trenton Junction. 
File 4214-391. 

Judgment reserved. 

4469. Complaint of the Board of ‘Lrade, Picton, Ont., thatthe O.N.O.R.-. Co, 
charge excessive freight rates from Trenton to Picton on joint traffic ex-Grand Trunk 
Railway. File 21771. 

Complaint withdrawn. 

4470. Application of the O.P.R. Co. for approval of 1-20 foot H.D.P.G. span at 
181-29 C.L.O. & W. Ry. File 3701-274. 

Order made granting the application. 

4471. Application of the C.L.O. & W. Ry. under section 227, for authority to con- 


struct across tracks of the Oshawa Electric Ry. at Oshawa, Ont., at mileage 158-85 


and 159-02, from Glen Tay at Simcoe and Prospect streets. File No. 3701.34, 

' Order made granting leave to the applicant company to operate over the crossing 
until the 1st of June, 1914, crossing to be protected by a flagman appointed and main- 
tained by the applicant company. See order No. 20943. 

4472. Application of the C.L.O. & W. Ry. under sections 29 and 237, for an 
order rescinding order No. 19093, and authorizing it to construct its tracks by means 
of a grade crossing across Sinclair street, in town of Cobourg, Ont., at mileage 120-6 
(from Glen Tay). File 3701-279. 

Order made granting the application and rescinding order No. 19093. See order 
No. 20597. 

4473. Application of the town of Cobourg, Ont., for an order requiring the 
G.T.R. Co. to maintain a watchman at William street crossing, Cobourg, Ont. 
File 9437-107. 

No order made, matter referred to the board’s chief engineer. 

4474, Application of the C.I.O. & W. Ry. under section 167, for approval of 
certain further proposed alterations in the location of the railway which was approved 


by the board by order No. 16454, dated 6th May, 1912, and amended by order No. 
20040, dated 8th August, 1913, so as to include within the limits of the right of way 


covered by such location those portions of lot 3 on the southwesterly side of Seugog 
street in the town of Bowmanville, required for station grounds. File 3701-183. 

Order made approving of the location of the applicant company’s station at 
Bowmanville as applied for. See order 20671. 
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4475, Application of the C.L.O. & W. Ry. Co. under sections 222, 227 and 237, 
for authority to construct a business spur from a point on its main line at mile O 
to a point in lot 1, on the northwest corner of Ontario and Dundas streets at mile 
1-11 (spur mileage) in the town of Trenton, Ont.; and (2) to construct at grade 
the tracks of the said spur across the tracks of the C.N.O. Ry. Company’s main line 
and spur track at mile 0-47 of said spur; and (3) to construct the tracks of said 
spur at grade across Marmora, Bapti#te, and Ferry streets, and to close up within the 
limits of the right of way, Terance, Bocago, Louise, Leopold, Empress, Mary Ann, 
Hannah, Mary, Paul, Peter, James, Meyers, Cedar, Ann and College streets in the 
said town. File 3701-347. 

Order made granting the application. See order 21480. . 

4476. Application of the C.L.O. & W. Ry. under section 237, for an order author-— 
izing it to (1) close temporarily for a period of nine months from date a portion of 
the forced road through lot 24, concession 8, township of Camden, Ontario, mileage 
46-3 on the applicant company’s line; (2) to construct a temporary road diversion in 
lieu of portion to be closed in said lot 24; (3) to construct the tracks of its ballast pit 
spur at grade across said road diversion; (4) to recross at grade, temporarily, the road 
allowance between lots 24 and 25 with movable spur; and (5) to finally construct © 
roadways to grades as shown on plan filed with the board. File No. 3701-348. 

Order made authorizing the applicant company to construct and operate its track 
for a period of nine months from the date of the order, over the forced road running 
through lot 24, upon the conditions therein set forth. See order No. 20625, 

4477. Application of George Wedlake, of Brantford, Ontario, under sections 252 — 
and 253, for an order directing the L.E. & N. Ry. to provide and construct suitable 
farm crossings by means of level crossings and subway on his farm in the township of 
Brantford, Ontario. File 18034-45. ; 

Application refused. 

4478. Application of the residents of West Hamilton and the township of Ancas- 
ter, Ontario, for an order directing the T.H. & B. Ry. Co. and the Hamilton and — 
Dundas Electric Railway to construct public crossings across their tracks at Leland — 
street, Emerson avenue, Broadway avenue, and Bowman street in West Hamilton, — 
Ontario. File 23195. 

Order made authorizing the township of Ancaster at its own expense to construct 
and maintain Broadway avenue across the tracks of the railway company, Applica- 
tion as to removal of crossing dismissed. See order 206138. 

4479. Application of the township of Saltfleet, Ont., to construct highways across 
the right of way of the T.H. & B. Ry. Co. being known as “ Cochrane” and “ Rosseau” 
roads in lot 34, concession 4, township of Saltfleet, Ontario. File 22692. 

Order made granting the application at the expense of the township of Saltfleet. 
Application to cross Rosseau road refused. See order 20648. 

4480. Application of the T.H. & B. Ry. Co. to close and divert highway between 
lot 5, concession 12, and lot 5, concession 13, in township of Pelham, Ontario. (Re- 
hearing.) File 21620-9. : 

Order made authorizing the railway company to divert the two highways between 
lot 5, concession 12, and lot 5, concession 18, and lots 6 and 5, concession 12, and to 
construct a right angle crossing half-way between the two crossings. Order No. 20134, 
dated August, 1904, rescinded in part. See order 21400. ; , 

4481. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the T.H. & B. 
Ry. main line at Emerson street, West Hamilton, Ont. File 9487-1011. 

Struck off the list. 

4482. Application of the L.E. & N. Ry. for an order giving the said company the 
right to operate temporarily for construction purposes over the tracks of the Grand 
Valley Ry. Co. over diamond recently installed in pursuance of order No. 19248, until | 
such time as the interlocking plant can be installed. File 18034-15. i 
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Order made granting the application, trains and ears of the applicant company 
and of the Grand Valley Railway Co. to be flagged over the crossing. See order 20395. 

4483. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Co., under section 227, 
for approval of the crossing at grade of the tracks of the Grand Valley Railway Com- 
pany near Paris, Ont. File 18035-16. 

Order issued to stand with liberty to the Grand Valley to apply again to the 
board if it so desires. 

e258. Application of the L.E. & N. Ry. Co. for an order amending order No. 
19304 by striking out the words “Brantford Street Railway Company,” in para- 
graphs 3 and 5 of the operative part of said order, and substituting therefor the words 
“applicant company.” File 18034-18. 

Order made rescinding order No. 19468, dated June 4, 1913, and declaring Lake 
Erie and Northern Railway Company to have seniority as to trains over the Brantford 


_ Street Railway Company until further orders of the board. See order 20678. 


4485. Application of the L.E. & N. Ry. Co. for an order to amend order No. 19227, 
granting it leave to divert the rails of the Grand Valley Railway in the township of 
North Dumfries, Ontario. File 18034-29. 

The railway company to be allowed to shift the track at its own expense between 
11.30 p.m., October 13, 1913, and 8.30 a.m., October 14. Mr. James for the Grand 
Valley to be present when the work is being done, and to see that no objection is offered 
to the company in doing the work. 

4486. Application, L.E. & N. Ry. Co., under sections 158 and 159 for approval of 


plans, profile and book of reference showing part of general location of proposed line 


from the city of Brantford to the village of Port Dover, Ont. File 18034.33. 

Stands. The reeve to advise the board and railway company whether he can get 
the land to take the railway off the right of way. 

4487. Application of the LE. & N. Ry. Co., under section 176, for authority to 
expropriate certain lands of the Grand Trunk Railway, in the village of Port Dover, 
Ontario. File 18084.35. i 

Application stands to enable the parties to reach an arrangement as to a proper 
basis for joint user. 

4488. Application of the L.E. & N. Ry. Co., under sections 158, 159 and 167, for 
Sanction and approval of plan, profile and book of reference showing deviation in said 
railway between stations 745-00 and 793-00 in township of Townsend, Ontario. File 
18034.47, . 

Order made granting application. 

4489. Application of the L.E. & N. Ry. Co., under section 237, for approval of the 
highway crossings of the said railway within the township of Townsend, Ontario. File 
18034.48, 


_* Order made granting application. 


4490. Application of the L.E. & N. Ry. Co., under sections 158, 159 and 167;.for 
approval of plan, profile and book of reference showing a deviation in said railway 
between stations 538-52.8 and 553-19.3 in the township of South Dumfries, Ontario. 
File 18034.49, 

Order made granting the application, subject to the conditions set forth in the 


order, See order No. 20647. 


4491. Application of Messrs. Grand Gypsum, Ltd., Hamilton, Ontario, for an 
order directing the G.T.R. Co., to construct a siding from its railway to the applicant. 
lands situate in the township of North Cayuga, Ontario, being composed of the south 
half of. Lot No. 45, concession 1, north of the Talbot road in the said township of 
North Cayuga, excepting thereout that portion of the said lands conveyed to the G: 
T.R. Co. File 22370.11. 

Order to go in the terms of the oral judgment delivered at the hearing. 


20ce—74 ; 
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4492, Application of the G.T.R., under sections 222, 227 and 237, for authority 


to construct a siding from a branch line of railway to and into the premises of the | 


Oneida Lime Co., Ltd., thence crossing the side road between the lots 48 and 49, 
concession 1, township of North Cayuga, Ontario, to and into the premises of the 
Pilkington Bros., Ltd., on the north half of lot 48, concession 1, township of North 
Cayuga, Ontario. File 23031. 

Stands to enable the parties to come to an arrangement if possible. If not, the 
mattex to be spoken to again. 

4493. Application of the G.T.R., under sections 222 and 237, for authority to con- 
struct certain sidings from a point on the 16th District Northern Division of the ap- 
plicant company’s railway, west of what was formerly Sherman avenue, Hamilton, 
Ontario, thence crossing Gilkinson street, what was formerly Sherman avenue to and 
into the premises of the International Harvester Company of Canada, Ltd., on parts 
of lots 8 and 9, concession 1, township of Barton, in the city of Hamilton, Ontario. 
Tile 22018. 

Order made granting application. 


4494. Application of the corporation of the city of Hamilton, Ontario, under sec-_ 


tion 237, for an order compelling ‘the T.H. & B. Ry., Co., to abandon ‘its entrance into— 


the city via Hunter street and adopt, in conjunction with the G.T.R. and C.N.O.R,, 
a common location in the north end of the city. File 23009. 


See judgment, Chief Commissioner, dated 3rd September, 1913. Appendix “ C.” 


Nore.—The corporation of the city of Hamilton have appealed from the decision 
of the board to the Supreme Court of Canada. 

4495, Application of the city of Hamilton, Ontario, for an order providing for 
separate grades at the intersection of Burlington street and the railway crossing at 


Irondale into the plant of the Steel Company of Canada, Ltd., and the International 


Harvester Company of Canada, Ltd., at the cost of the T.H. & B. Ry. Co., the 
Hamilton Street Railway Company, the G.T.R., the C.P.R., and the Hamilton Radial 


Electric Railway Company, the Steel Company of Canada and the International 


Harvester Company of Canada. File 23032. 
Order made amending order No. 19764 by striking out section 2 and substituting 


clause therefore set out in order. Also extending time for completion of the work to 


30th January, 1914. See order 20704. 

4496. Application of the corporation of the city of Hamilton for an order varying 
order No. 19764, in the matter of an application of the T.H. & B. Ry. Co, under 
sections 221, 222 and 223, for authority to construct two spurs in the city of Hamilton, 
Ont., from a point on the northerly limit of the right of way of the G.T.R. North- 
ern and Northwestern Division thence through the lands of the Steel Company of 
Canada, Ltd., and crossing Hamilton Radial Electric Company and highway known 


as Burlington street (formerly Gilkinson street) to and into the lands of the Steel. 
Company of Canada, Ltd.; (2) for an order under sections 235 and 237 authorizing the 


applicants to cross at grade the said Burlington street; (3) for an order under section 
227 for authority to cross at grade the railway of the Hamilton Electric Railway Co. 
File 22050, 

Order made amending order No. 19764 by striking out section 2 and substituting 
clause therefor set out in order, also extending time for the completion of the work 
to 20th January, 1914. See order 20704. 


; 4497. Application of the corporation of the city of Hamilton, Ont., for an order 
directing the T.H. & B. Ry. Co. to provide watchman and gates at the intersection of 
the company’s northerly spur or branch railway with Barton street in the said city of 
Hamilton, Ont. File 18946. 

Struck off the list. : 
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4498. Application of the T.H. & B. Ry. Co. to construct and operate a branch 
line in the city of Hamilton across Sherman avenue, Earle street, Gibson avenue, the 
tracks of the Hamilton Electric Radial Railway, Rosedale avenue, Princess street, 

and Milton avenue, and certain lanes to the lands and premises of the Canadian West- 
inghouse Co., and in the matter of order 18834, dated March 7, 1913, extending the time 
within which the city of Hamilton be required to make the excavation to the northern 
limit of the T.H. & B. Ry. Co.’s tracks. 

Note.—The question to be considered in connection with the orders issued herein - 

is that of the seniority of the parties. File 16748. 

City declared to be senior at the point in question, 

4499. Application of the T.H. & B. Ry. Co. under sections 221, 222 and 293,- for 
authority to construct a spur with two branch lines therefrom in the city of Hamilton, 
Ont., to and into the premises of the Canadian Westinghouse Co., Ltd., and for an 
order under sections 235 and 237 for authority to cross at grade the highway known 
as Aberdeen avenue with said branch line in city of Hamilton, and also for an order 
under section 227, for authority to cross at grade the tracks of the Hamilton and 
Dundas Street Railway on Aberdeen avenue. File 22581.2. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order No. 20711. 

4500. Application of T. W. Murray, under section 226, for an order directing the 
O.P.R. to construct a spur from the Muskoka Subdivision into the east half of lot i: 
township of Vaughan, and lot 25, township of York, Ontario. File 22370-5. 

Application dismissed, new plans to be drawn and filed in accordance with sug- 
gestions made at the hearing. 

4501. Application of the Dominion Transportation Company, for an order direct- 
ing the Algoma Central Railway Co., to allow the applicants to continue to make use 
of the landing wharf or dock at Michipicoten, Ont. File 17990-10. 

4502. Application of the O.P.R. under sections 222 and 237, for authority to con- 
struct a spur for the McCormick Manufacturing Company, Ltd., London, Ont., from 
a point on applicant company’s main line, London, S.D., thence across Middleton 
avenue, Princess avenue, Mugan avenue, Torristal avenue, and Nightingale avenue, 
and across subdivision lots 34, 45, 54, 62, 68, 67, 66 and 20, a subdivision of township, 
lot 10, and subdivision lot 3, lot 10, to and into the premises of the McCormick Manu- 
facturing Company, Ltd., situate in lot 9, concession 1, township of London, Ontario. 
File 23108. 

Order made. G.T.R. to make its submissions in writing within one week. If not 
filed within that time, order to issue. 

4503. Complaint of Samuel Sharpe, M.P., and municipalities of Campbellford, 
Hastings, Sterling, and -others, relative to the train service of the G.T.R. between 
Toronto and Peterboro, Ont. File 21737. 

Matter referred to the board’s engineering and operating departments to investi- 
gate and report upon. 

4504. Application of the O. & Q. Ry Co., under section 237, for authority to con- 
struct the tracks to the freight sheds in yard at Peterboro, Ont., across King street in 
said city of Peterboro, and to change the alignment and grade of other two tracks 
across said King street, city of Peterboro, Ont. File 22915. 

Order made granting the application. 

4505. Application of the G.T.R. under sections 222, 227 and 237, for authority to 
construct a siding from a point on its right of way north of Guelph street, in town of 
Preston, Ont., thence extending along said right of way and crossing at grade, the 
Galt Preston and Hespeler Ry., Laurel street and Wellington street, in said town of 

Preston, to the easterly side of William street in said town. File 23117. 

Application struck out with liberty to renew at any time. 
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4506. Application of the C.L.O. & W. Ry., under sections 258, for approval of 
location of ‘station at Lonsdale, in lot 22, concession 2, township of Tyendinaga, 
Ontario, at mileage 63-87 from Glen Tay, Ont. File 3701-329. ; 

Order made granting the application and providing that when the traffic on the 1 
highway is blocked for more than five minutes at any one time, the board shall be at 
liberty to relocate the location of the said station. See order 20652. ~ 

4507. Application of the C.P.R. under section 237, for authority to construct by 
means of a grade crossing across the tracks of the ballast pit spur, across the road 
allowance between Indian reserve and the township of Thessalon, Ontario, at mileage 


3-08, of said ballast pit spur. File 23180. Pr 
Order made granting the application subject to conditions set forth in the order. 
See order 20670. | 


4508. Application of the town of Lindsay, Ont., for an order directing the G.N.W. — 
Telegraph Company to remove its poles from a certain portion of Kent street, in town 2 
of Lindsay, Ont. File 22901. z 

Order made directing the G.N.W. Telegraph Co. to remove telegraph wires and 
poles on Kent street between Victoria avenue, and Lindsay street, also to remove tele- } 
graph wires on Victoria and Lindsay streets between Russell and Kent streets, and to 
make certain other changes as set forth in the order, any dispute which may arise as — 
to the nature or cost of the work to be settled by the board’s electrical engineer. See 
order 21734. $ 

4509. Application of the G.T.R. under section 237, for authority to construct an — 
additional railway track across Thompson road, in the township of Bertie, Ontario, to 
be used in connection with proposed extension of the applicant company’s yards at | 
Bridgeburg, Ont., and Fort Erie, Ont. 

_Nore.—The board will consider the question of settlement of the plans having 
particular regard to the track of the Pere Marquette Railway Company. File 9437- $ 
933. } 

Order made amending order No. 19215, dated May 6, 1918, by providing that the — 
cost of maintaining the subway be paid, 15 per cent by the P.M.R. Co., 30 per cent by : 
the M.C.R., 474 per cent by the Grand Trunk and 73 per cent by the township of Bertie. 
Applicant company to file amended plans by November 30, 19138. See order 20701. 

4510. Application of G.T.R. for an order directing that the C.P.R. should pay the 
whole of the additional cost of protection at crossing of the G.T.R. by the C.P.R. in 
the west half of lot 14, concession 2, township of Trafalgar, mileage 32-56 from 
Toronto, Ont., as provided for by order No. 19853, dated July 19, 1913, and two-thirds 
of the maintenance and operation of the same. File 22282-3. 

Order made directing that the cost of installing the diamond be borne by the 
C.P.R. Company and that the cost of maintenance and additional protection be paid, 
one-half by the C.P.R. and one-half by the G.T.R. Companies. See order 20664. 

4511. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the G.T.R. over 
the first highway east of Clarkson station, Ont. File 9437-802. 

Order made directing the G. T. R. Co. to instal gates at the said crossing to be © 
operated by day and night watchmen question of apportionment of cost and mainten- — 
ance reserved. Gates to be erected by January 21, 1914. See order 20618. — 

4512. Application of the C.N.O.R., under section 178 for authority to take a por- 
tion of lot 13, concession 1, township of Nipigon, Ontario. File 9188.145. 
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Order to go in terms of consent, order to be filed. 

4513. Application of A. R. Farewell, Oshawa, Ont., under Sections 252 und 253 — 
for an order directing the C.L.0..& W. to provide and construct a suitable farm cross- 
ing where the company’s line intersects his farm in lots 17 and 18, concession 1, town- 
ship of East and West Whitby, Ontario. File 3701-340. 

Order made directing the railway company to construct an undercrossing. Work 
to be completed by the 11th February, 1914. See order 20817. 
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4514. Application of the municipality of the village of Weston, Ont., for an order 


rescinding order No. 17472, authorizing the Toronto Suburban Railway Company to 


cross with its tracks the tracks of the Grand Trunk Railway Co., at Weston road near 
the north limit of the village by means of an undercrossing. File 20188. 

Struck off the list, to be brought on again whenever the village of Weston or the 
Toronto Suburban Railway desire it. 

4515. Application of the G.T.R., under section 237, for authority to construct 
across Spadina avenue, Toronto, seven additional tracks at grade, to be used in connec- 
tion with its proposed roundhouse east of Spadina avenue, Toronto, Ont. (Adjourned 


hearing). File 21339. 


Struck off the list. 


4516. Application of the G.T.R., under sections 222 and 237, for authority to con- 
struct a siding and spur therefrom, from a point on its railway west of Abell street, 
Toronto, Ont., thence crossing certain lands of the Canadian Rumely Co., Ltd., and 
upon, along and across Sudbury street to and into the premises of the Massey-Harris 
Co., Ltd., north of Armour street in the city of Toronto, Ont. (To be spoken to). File 


20706. . 


Order made granting the application. See order 20663. 

, 4517. Application of the township of Toronto, Ontario, for an order directing the 
G. T. R. Co. to instal an electric bell at crossing on third line west of Etobicoke river, 
between lots 5 and 6, concession 2, south of Dundas street in said township. File 
9437 -10388. 

Order made directing the railway company to instal an automatic electric bell at 
the said crossing and maintain it at its own expense; 20 per cent of the cost of instal- 
lation to be paid out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund, the balance by the railway 
company. See order 20620. : 

4518. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway for approval of plan showing 
general layout of new steel trestle required for double track bridge 94-4 Toronto sub- 


_ division, Don viaduct. File 22262°6. 


Referred to chief engineer to inspect and report. 

4519. Application of the O. & Q. Ry. Co. (C.P.R.) under section 237, for an order 
authorizing proposed change of present grade crossing in road allowance between lots 
24 and 25, concession 3, township of Scarboro, Ontario, and the construction of an 
additional track by means of a grade crossing across said road allowance at mileage 
87-9. File 22262.8. 

Order made granting application. See order No. 20650. 

4520. Application of the C.P.R. under section 237 for authority to change the 
present grade crossing in road allowance between concessions 2 and 3, township of 
Scarboro, Ontario, and to construct an ‘additional track across the said road allowance 


- at mileage 88-2. File 22962-10. 


Judgment reserved. See order 20217. 

4521. Application of the O. & Q. Ry Co. (C.P.R.) under section 237, for authority 
to change the present grade crossing in road allowance between lots 28 and 29, con- 
cession 2, township of Scarboro, Ontario, and to construct an additional track (double 
track) across said road allowance at mileage 89-0. File 22262-12. 

Judgment reserved. See order 20216. 

4522. Application of O. & Q. Ry. Co. (O.P.R.) under section 237, for an order 
authorizing it to close the limits of the right of way road allowance between conces- 
sions 1 and 2, township of Scarboro, and road allowance between lots 22 and 23, town- 
ship of Scarboro, Ontario, and to construct a road diversion in lieu of said portions to 


: be closed in lot 32, and construct its tracks across said diversion at mileage 90-4. File 


22262 +13. ; : 
Order made directing the applicant company to construct a road diversion in 
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lot 82, concession 1, township of Searboro, and to cross by means of a grade crossing 
at mileage 90-4. See order 20651. 

4523. Application of the C.P.R. Co. (Ontario and Quebee Ry. Co.) under section 
237, for authority to change present grade crossing in road allowance between lots 34 
and 35, concession 1, township of Searboro, Ontario, and to construct an additional 
track (double track) across said road allowance at mileage 91-2. File 22262-14. 

Order made’authorizing the applicant company to change the present grade cross- 
ing on road allowance between lots 34 and 35, concession 1, township of Searboro, and 
to construct an additional double track by means of a ‘gtade crossing. See order 
20653 

4594, Application of the C.N.O. Ry. under sections 227 and 237 for authority to 
construct its line of railway across Davenport road in city of Toronto, Ont., and to 
cross the tracks of the Toronto Suburban Railway Company by means of an overhead 
structure. File 12021 -86. 

No action taken. 

4525. Application of the C.N.O.R. under sections 167 and 151 for sanction and 
approval of the revised location of its line of railway through the township of York. 
and part of the city of Toronto, Ont., mileage 2°23 to mileage 6°16 from Yonge street, 
Toronto, Ont. File 12021-1381. 

Order made approving of the revised location of the applicant company upon cer- 
tain conditions set forth in the order. See order No. 20673. 


4526. Application of the C.N.O.R. under section 167, for sanction and approval of 
the revised location of its line of railway through the township of Etobicoke, Ontario, 
mileage 5-90 to mileage 10°35 from Yonge street, Toronto, Ont. File 12021 -133. 

No action taken pending approval of application. 

4527. Application of the C.N.O.R. under section 227 for authority to construct 
its line and tracks across the lines and tracks of the C.P.R. between lots 8 and 9, con- 
cession 4, township of Etobicoke, at mileage 9:45 from Yonge street. File 12021 -149. 

No action taken pending approval of location. 

4528. Application of the C.N.O.R. under section 237, for authority to construct 
its line of railway across Church street, between lot 1, concession “C” and lot 10, 
concession “ B,” township of Etobicoke, Ontario. File 12021-150. 

No action taken pending approval of location. 

4529. Application of the C.N.O.R. under section 237, for aieheriee to construct 
its line of railway across Dundas strect between lots 9 and 10, concession “B,” town- 
ship of Etobicoke, Ontario. File 12021-151. 

No action taken pending approval of location. 

4530. Application of the C.N.O.R. under section 159, for approval of location 
of proposed entrance to the city of Toronto, township of York, mileage 251-84 to 
mileage 254-3, from Ottawa, Ont. File 3878-453. 

Plans to be prepared and submitted to the parties interested. Matter not to be 
set down again unless directed by the board. 

4531. Application of the C.N.O. Ry., under section 237, for authority to con- 
struct its line of railway across Dawes road between the townships of York and Sear- 
boro, Ontario. File 3878-544. 

Order made granting the application. See order 20640. 

4532. Application of the C.N.O. Ry., under section 237, for authority to construct 
its line of railway across Eglington avenue between lot 1, concession 4 and lot 5, 
concession 3, township of York, Ontario. (Adjourned hearing.) File 3878-546. 

Order made granting the application. See order 20656. 

4533. Application of the C.N.O. Ry. under section 237, for authority to con- 
struct its line of railway across the Don Mills road in lot 1, concession 3, F. Y. town- 
ship of York, Ontario. (Adjourned hearing.) File 3878-548. 

Order made granting the application. See’ order 20642. 
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| 4534. Application of the C.N.O. Ry. under section 237 for authority to con- 


~ struct its line of railway across the public road between lots 34 and 35, concession 


“C 2,” township of Scarboro, Ontario. File 3878-553. 

Order made granting the application. See order 20641. 

4535. Application of the C.N.O. Ry. under section 237, for authority to con- 
struct its line of railway across Winchester street in city of Toronto by means of a 

_ structure carrying the railway over the highway. File 3878-561. 

Plans to be prepared and submitted to parties interested. Not to be set down 
again unless specially directed. 

4536. Application of the city of Toronto, under sections 237 and 238 for an 
order authorizing the reconstruction of the bridges at Moore avenue, partly in the 
city of Toronto and partly in the township of York carrying the highway over the 
tracks of the Belt Line railway and for directions as to preparations of plans and 
profiles for the erection of such bridge. File 23190. 

Stands to enable the parties to ascertain the facts and to submit the same to the 
board regarding the bridge. : 

4537. Application of the city of Toronto, Ont., under section 30, for an order 
requiring the O.P.R. to so equip or operate their roundhouse situated immediately 
east of John street and opposite the main pumping station of the applicant so as to 
prevent the emission of smoke which is causing serious damage and loss to the elec- 
trical pump of the applicant in the said pumping station. File 23177. 

Judgment reserved, matter referred to the board’s chief operating officer to inves- 
tigate and report upon. 


4538. Application of the city of Toronto, Ont., under sections 237 and 257, for 


_ approval of plan showing the reconstruction of bridges across the tracks of the G.T.R. 


and C.P.R. at Strachan avenue, Toronto, Ont. (Adjourned hearing.) File 21673. 

Order made granting the application, subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 20643. 

4539. Application city of Toronto, Ont., for an order directing the G.T.R. and 
C.P.R. to earry York street and certain other streets in the said city under the tracks 
of the said railway companies. 

Nore.—This matter has been set down for the purpose of fixing the time for the 
commencement and for the completion of the work ordered by the board herein. 
File 588; case 3322. : 

Plans approved and work to be commenced forthwith. As to the new station 
the railway companies to advise the board within a fortnight whether the organiza- 
tion referred to to-day has been completed. 

4540. Complaint of the rural municipality of Brokenshell, No. 68, Saskatchewan, 


_ relative to the road allowance taken by the O.P.R. between the east halves of sections 


8 and 17, township 8, range 17, west of the 2nd meridian, Trossachs, Sask. File 
8262-50. 

Order made directing the C.P.R. Co. to construct a roadway 66 feet wide at the 
said point of crossing, work to be completed within 60 days from the date of the 
order. Question of apportionment of cost reserved. See order No. 21821. 

4541. Application of J. S. Wiens, Herbert, Sask., for an order directing the 
C.P.R. to provide a cattle pass on his property on S.W. 3 of section 10-17-10, west 3rd 
meridian, Saskatchewan. File 22689. 

No order made. 

4542. Application of the town of Estevan, Sask., for authority to construct a 
branch line of railway to connect the tracks of the C.P.R. with the tracks of the 
O.N.R. in the easterly end of the town. File 6713-47. 

Matter referred to the board’s chief engineer and chief operating officer for inves- 
tigation and report. Judgment reserved in the meantime. 
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4543. Application of S. A. Hamilton Co., Ltd., of Moosejaw, Sask., for spur track- 
age to lot 1, to 12, block 24, Prairie Heights, Moosejaw, Sask., on the line of the 
O.P.R. to serve lumber and coal yards. File 22980-3. 

Order made directing the C.P.R. Co. to construct a spur to the premises of the 
S. A. Hamilton Co., Ltd., in the city of Moosejaw, upon the terms set forth in the 
order. Work to be completed within 21 days from the date of the order. See order 
No. 21679. ' 

4544. Application of the residents of the city of Moosejaw, Sask., for an order 
directing the C.P.R. to construct overhead bridge over Eighth avenue, Moosejaw, Sask. 
File 16165. 

Order made directing the C.P.R. to construct a bridge with a roadway 30 feet wide 
over-its tracks on Eighth avenue, west, Moosejaw, and an extension sidewalk 6 feet wide 
on one side of the bridge; $5,000 ofthe cost of construction to be paid out of the Rail- 
way Grade Crossing Fund, 75 per cent of the balance to be paid by the railway com- 
pany, and 25 per cent by the applicants. Order No. 17206 rescinded. See order 20868. 

4545. Complaint of the Board of Trade and city of Moosejaw, Sask., relative to 
delay by G.T.R. in completing its line to Moosejaw, and the erection of station there. 
File 10863-62. | | 

No formal order made. G.T.P., however, to put in temporary facilities both for 
passenger and freight traffic, company undertaking to see that this is done within 
fifteen days. 

4546. Complaint of Messrs. the Robert Hay Co., of Toronto, Ont., re delays in — 
placing of cars at Toronto yards and request for a ruling of the board with reference 
to matter of demurrage charged by the G.T.R. on ear of hay billed to Toronto but 
standing for some time on Cripple Creek track at Mimico undergoing repairs. File 
1700-48. ; 

Demurrage charges to be refunded to the complainant company, i 

4547. Application of the Howell Oo., of Toronto, Ont., for a reduction in the : 
import rate on wood pulp, Montreal to Windsor Mills, Que. (Adjourned hearing.) | 
File 22388. 

Order made directing the G.T.R. Co. to establish and put into force rate of 8 — 
cents per 100 pounds on imported wood pulp, in carloads from Montreal harbour to 
Windsor Mills, Que., rate to include those terminal charges at port of Montreal which 
are included in the rates of the G.T.R. Company’s general tariff on import merchan- 
dise, as published and filed. See order No. 21148. 

4548. Application of the Dominion Sugar Company, Ltd., of Wallaceburg, Ont., 
for a readjustment of the rates on sugar, in carload quantities from Wallaceburg to 
Toronto, and from Wallaceburg to Hamilton, over the lines of the C.P.R., G.T.R., 
Pere Marquette and Chatham, Wallaceburg and Lake Erie Ry. Companies. (Re- 
hearing.) File 21732, 

Board directed railway companies to file replies within three weeks from receipt of y 
copy of memorandum furnished by the applicant company. < 

4549. Complaint of Mr. S. OC. Knowles, Toronto, Ont., relative to refusal of Bell 
Telephone Company to give him service unless he pays the cost of construction on the 
highway over and above present telephone service charges. File 3574-97, 

Struck out, the matter having been settled between the parties. 

4550. Application of the Bell Telephone Company, of Canada, for an order 
rescinding order No, 14184 in so far as it concerns the Ingersoll Telephone Company, 
Ltd. Application of the Markham and Pickering Telephone Company, Ltd., and other 
companies to have the order No. 14184 for long distance varied. File 16171. 

In so far as connection between the Bell and non-competitive companies is con- 
cerned, the existing order is to remain except that the penalty of 15 cents is struck 
out. Judgment reserved as to remainder of application. 
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4551. Complaint of the Rosedale Sawmill Co., of Toronto, (a) against the 
increase in the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway’s switching charge from their 
siding to the C.N.O. Ry. interchanges with the O.P.R. and G.T.R. in the Toronto 
terminals; (b) against the increased switching charges from the said interchanges to 
the various points of delivery within the Toronto terminals ; (ec) that the Grand 
Trunk and Canadian Pacific Ry. Companies refuse to place their cars for unloading 
on team tracks within the Toronto terminals; (d) that in its rates for the haulage of 
logs to complainant’s mill, the O.N.O.R. discriminates against them, and in favour 
of the Holt Lumber Company ; (e) that the C.N.O. Ry. Co. disregarding its agreement 
with the complainants, refuse to reimburse to them the cost of their construction work 
on their siding. 

Note.—The C.N.O.R. Co. will be required to explain its failure to furnish the 

board and complainants with the facts and figures information asked for at sittings 
in Toronto, July 15. File 22269. 

Canadian Northern Company to file information asked for within one week. 

Copy to be forwarded to the complainants. _ 


4552. Complaint of J. G. Cane & Co. of Toronto, Ont., against the increased 
charges of the C.N.O.R. and C.P.R. Companies for switching cars from the Rosedale 
Sawmill Company’s C.N.O.R. siding to the C.P.R. North Toronto yards. (Supple- 
mentary to the complaint of the Rosedale Sawmill Company.) 

Nove.—The C.N.O.R. Co. will be required to explain its failure to furnish the 
board and complainants with the facts and information asked for at sittings in 
Toronto July 15. File 22536. 

Canadian Northern Company to file information asked for within one week. 
Copy to be forwarded to the complainants. 

4553. Railway will be required to speak to application of the Canadian Manu- 
facturers Association for an order requiring the company to pay interest on unsettled 
claims after thirty days. File No. 22960. 

Board held it had no jurisdiction to deal with this application. 

4554, Consideration of the question whether, because any necessity for diverting 

~ grain to “Hospital” elevators of Port Arthur and Fort William cannot be determined 
until after inspection in transit, such grain should not be exempted from the opera- 
tion of clause 3 of the General Interswitching Order No. 4988, and made subject to 
the toll prescribed in clause 4 thereof, as, it is alleged, has hitherto been the practice 
of the railway companies. File No. 22969. 

Board decided that no order was necessary. 

4555. On the complaint of W. G. McMahon, of Winnipeg, against the Canadian 
Northern Railway Co., the railway companies will be required to show cause why 
shipments consigned to “order” should not be accepted by the companies for flag 
Station destinations. _ 

Order made that all railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board 
accept freight consigned “to order” for delivery at flag stations under provisions 

_ set forth in the order. See General Order No. 118. 

4556. Consideration of item 8, page 4, of Supplement 2, to the Canadian Freight 

Classification No. 18, submitted for the approval of the board, proposing the rating 
of 6th class for elevator guides, iron or steel, in carloads. File 19367-18. 

Order made that proposed Supplement 2 to Canadian Freight Classification 

’ No. 16 as finally revised and submitted for approval, be approved to become effective 


_ not later than January 20, 1914. See order 20967. 


g 4557. Complaint of H. E. Knight, of Grand Forks, B.C., relative to alleged 
unfinished condition of the fencing on the line of the Spokane Falls and Northern 
_ Railway on his property on their line between Spokane and Grand Forks, B.C. File 
- 9994-120. 
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No action taken, railway company advising that the matter had been disposed 
of and that the company had undertaken to do the fencing. * 

4558. Complaint of P. R. Finlayson, of Okanagan Landing, British Columbia, 
relative to C.P.R. closing its crossing giving aecess to the railway station at that 
point. File 21905. 

Referred to the board’s engineer for investigation and report. 

4559. Complaint of Wm. Neilson, of Fruitvale, B.C., that the Great Northern 
Railway Co. refuse to sell reduced fare tickets from stations where there are no agents. 

No order made. See judgment of chief commissioner at the hearing. 

4560. Application of E. J. Evans, Lorne Creek, B.C., for an order directing the 
G.T.P. Ry. to construct a crossing on the line of railway near Doreen Station, B.C. 
File 3452-67. 

No action taken. Matter satisfactorily arranged. 

4561. Application of the municipality of Surrey, B.C., for an order directing the 
Great Northern Railway Company to enlarge their culvert on the Clover Valley road 
at Tynehead station, B.C. File 23172. 

Order made directing the Great Northern Railway Company to construct an 
open ditch at the north side of its railway, as set forth in the order, the drainage of 
the land to the south of the track to be attended to by the municipality. See order 
20902. 

4562. Petition of the Barnes Estate, Ltd., and others protesting against the pro- 
posed action of the C.P.R. to abandon their present right of way through the town 
of Walhacin, B. C. 

No order made as no application made by railway company for permission to move 
the station. 

4563. Application of the corporation of the city of Port Moody, B.C., for an’ order 
directing the C.P.R. to construct a suitable crossing where the said railway company’s 
railway crosses Moody street and remove the fences across Moody street on each side 
of its right of way, in the city of Port Moody, B.C. File 23259. 

Application withdrawn. 

4564, Application of the corporation of the city of Port Moody, B.C., for an order 
directing the C.P.R. to provide and maintain at its own cost, an electric alarm bell at 
Kyle street where the line of said railway crosses the street in the city of Port Moody, 
B.C. File 9437-1056. 

Order made directing the C.P.R. Co. to install automatic bells at the crossing in 
question by the 4th May, 1914, 20 per cent of the cost of installation to be paid out 
of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund and the balance to be paid by the railway com- 
pany. Bells to be maintained at the company’s expense. See order 21444. 

4565. Application of the corporation of the city of Port Moody, B.C., for an order 
directing the C.P.R. to provide and maintain at its own expense an electric alarm 
bell at Queen street where the line of said railway crosses said street in the city of 
Port Moody, B.C. File 9437-1057. 

Order made directing the C.P.R. Co. to instal automatic bells at the crossing 
in question by the 4th May, 1914, 20 per cent of the cost of installation to be paid 
out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund and the balance to be paid by the railway 
_ company. Bells to be maintained at the company’s expense. See order 21444. 

4566. Application of the Wellington Colliery Co. to cross the Esquimalt & 
Nanaimo Railway tracks at station 312-749 mile 5-29 of the Wellington Colliery 
Company’s line. File 23079. 

Order made granting the application subject to the terms and conditions set 
forth in the order, each of the companies to bear half of the cost of expense of main- 
taining the said crossing and half the expense of installing and maintaining a full 
interlocking plant. See order 20688. 
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4567. Application of the Esquimalt & Nanaimo Railway for authority to cross 
the tracks of the Wellington Colliery Company at mile 40-55 of the extension of the 
EL. &N. Ry. from McBridge Junction to Courtney, B.C., at or near the Trent river, 
B.C. File 6052-38, 
Order made granting the application, each company to bear half of the cost of 
constructing and maintaining the said crossing and the wages of the watchman. 
See order No. 20687. - . 


4568. Application of the V. V. & E. Ry. and Navigation Co. under sections 178, 

180 and 237, for authority to expropriate certain lands in the district of New West- 
minster, British Columbia, for the purpose of diverting Gunn road and Brunette 
road and providing an overhead crossing from its tracks at North road and for the 
purpose of its railway; and for authority to close portions of the said Gunn road 
and Brunette road. 

And application of the municipality of Coquitlam, to prevent the V.V. & E. Ry. 
and Navigation Co. interfering with the North road. File 572.33. 

Upon the report of the board’s engineer it was decided that no order was neces- 
sary. 

4569. Application of the Columbian Pulleys, Ltd., of Vancouver, B.C., for an order 
directing the express companies to extend their express delivery limits so as to include 
their factory at 18th and Fraser avenues, Vancouver, B. C. File 4214.149. 

Application withdrawn. 


4570. Application of the Central Convention of Farmers’ Institute, dated Vic- 
toria, January 21-23, 1913, transmitted through the Department of Agriculture of 
British Columbia for the privilege of shipping mixed carloads of flour and feed (in 
sacks) and baled hay and straw at carload rates. File 23264. 

Judgment reserved. 


4571. Application of A. E. Burnett & Co., of Vancouver, B.C., for a permanent 
interswitching service between the Great Northern (V.V. & E. Ry.) and Canadian 
Pacifie Railway Companies, at or near the Powell street crossing of the companies’ 
lines in the city of Vancouver, B.C. File 6713-10. i 

Railway companies undertook to have the work completed in accordance with the 
plans filed by the 27th November. 

4572. Complaint of the Great Northern Railway, Company, relative to the O.P.R. 
Co., handling of shipment of fresh fish from Vancouver to Toronto and Montreal and 
refusal of the C.P.R. Co. to switch any more ears for the complainants. File 23212. 

Judgment reserved. 


4573. Application of the Dominion Express Company, for approval of delivery 
- limits in the city of Vernon, B.C. File 4214-250. 

Order made that until further order the tolls of the express company shall include 
collection and delivery of express freight in all thoroughfares reasonably passable for 
express waggons in that portion of the city of Vernon as set out in the order. Sce 
order 21089. 

4574. Application of the Maple Ridge Board of Trade of Haney, B.C., for an order 
directing the C.P.R. to instal protection gates and gongs at railway crossing at Maple 
Ridge, B.C. File 9437-1059. 

No order necessary. 

_ 4575. Application of the Port Hammond Board of Trade of Port Hammond, B.C., 
for an order directing the C.P.R. to instal protection at crossings (gates and gongs) at 
Port Haney, B.C. File 9437-1058. 

Order made directing the O.P.R. Co. to instal an automatic bell at the said cross- 

_ ing and to maintain the same at its own expense, 20 per cent of the cost of installation 
to be paid out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund and the balance by the railway 
company. See order 21241. 
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4576. Application of the Port Hammond Board of Trade, of Port Hammond, B.C., | 


for an order directing the C-P.R. to instal protection (gates and gongs) at railway 
crossings at Port Hammond, B.C. File 9437-1060. : 

Order made directing the C.P.R. Co. to instal an electric bell at the said crossing 
within 60 days from the date of the said order, 20 per cent of the cost of installation 
to be paid out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund, the balance by the railway com- 
pany. See order No. 21831. 

4577. Complaint of Maple Ridge Board of Trade, B.C., and the Port Hammond 
Board of Trade, Port Hammond, B.C., relative to matter of reducing week end fares 
to Vancouver, via the C.P.R. File 16093. 

Order made refusing the application. 

4578. Complaint of the Cowichan Ratepayers Association, Cowichan, B.C., rela- 
tive to the delivery of damaged freight and milk cans at Hillbank station on the Esqui- 
malt and Nanaimo Railway. File 22778. 

No order necessary. 

4579. Application of the city of New Westminster, B.C., for an order directing 
the V.V. & E. Ry. & Navigation Co. to pay the cost or so much of the cost as the board 
may direct of constructing concrete retaining wall 650 feet long in place of wooden 
eribwork between Columbia street and line of railway in front of penitentiary grounds, 
city of New Westminster, B.C. - File 23279. 

No order issued as no action necessary. 

4580. Application of the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway for an order approving 
the crossing by a spur track of the railway at Cowichan lake of the road to the station 
at that point. 

Order made granting the application. Detail plans to be filed. 

4581. Application of the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway Company for an 
order approving construction across Campbell street in the city of Nanaimo of a 
spur track to the premises of the Nanaimo Pressed Brick and Terra Cotta Company. 

Order made granting the application. n 

4582. Application of the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway Company to cross the 
railway of the Anderson Logging Company. File 22196. 

Order made granting the application, crossing to be protected by an interlocking 
plant operated and maintained by the applicant company. See order No. 21421. 

4583. Application of the residents of White Rock and Crescent, B.C., for an order 
that week end rates on the C.N.R. be kept in force for the whole year instead of for 
the summer months and that excursion rates be allowed on holidays from Wancouver 
and New Westminster to Crescent and White Rock. File 23303. ; 

4584. Application of Council of Coquitlam, B.C., for station accommodation at 
Coquitlam, B.C. File 20750. 

Order made approving of the location of the applicant company’s station at Coquit- 
lam, in the province of British Columbia, upon the conditions set forth in the order. 

4585. Complaint of the United Farmers of Alberta on behalf of Mr. John Jones 
of Gainford, Alta., alleging that the C.N.R. Co., have failed to fence their line of 
railway in that district. File 9994-122. 

Order made fixing penalty for non-completion of work unless company files with 
board by November 7, 1913, its consent to undertake to pay farmers for damages sus- 
tained by reason of destruction of their stock. 

4586. Application of the C.P.R., under sections 222 and 237, for authority to 
construct a spur for the Northern Electric Manufacturing Company, Ltd., Calgary, 
Alta., from a point on existing spur in lane in block 70, subdivision of section 15-24-1 
west 5th meridian, thence across lanes in lots 36, 37, 38, 39 and 40 in block 70, to and 


into the premises of the Northern Electric Manufacturing Company in lots 39 and 
40 in block 70, subdivision of section 15-24-1, west 5th meridian, city of Calgary, Alta, 


File 21141. 
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Order made refusing the application, but that the order authorizing the construc- 
tion of the spur be not construed as giving effect to the consent in any way prejudic- 
ing the applicant from hereafter claiming that the company cannot construct the spur 
over the land without first taking expropriation proceedings. 

4587. Application of the city of Calgary, Alta., under section 237, for an order 
directing the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to provide and construct suitable 
level crossing where the Calgary and Edmonton Railway intersects 32nd avenue, Cal- 
gary, Alta. File 22496. ; 

Order made granting the application. ; 

4588. Application of the Alberta Pacific Grain Co., Ltd., of Calgary, Alta., for an 
increased allowance for grain doors furnished in connection with cars of bulk grain 
by the C.N.R. Co. File 4106-10. 

No action taken. Matter to be considered in connection with similar applica- 
tions before the board. 

4589. Application of city of Calgary under section 237 of the Railway Act for an 
order authorizing the city of Calgary to continue 34th avenue across the Calgary and 
Macleod Branch of the C.P.R. Co.’s tracks in city of Calgary by a level crossing. File 
22495, 

Order to go upon the city of Calgary obtaining land necessary for diversion of 6th 
street into 34th avenue across C.P.R. tracks. C.P.R. to be at the cost of constructing 
and maintaining the crossing. The diversion contemplated is to be made on the under- 
standing that at no time will the city of Calgary attempt to open 6th street across the 
railway company’s tracks. 

4590. Petition of the Minburn Board of Trade and residents in that vicinity for 
an order directing the C.P.R. to maintain a station and agent at that point. File 
20214. 

No order made the railway company undertaking to have the work in connection 
with the platform finished within five or six days. The board’s inspector to report on 
the question of housing of the freight. | 

4591. Complaint of Wm. Dives, of Independence, Alta., relative to condition of 
farm crossing on the northeast quarter of Dunvegan and British Columbia Railway. 
File 18903.36. 

Order made for a farm crossing to be constructed by the railway company by the 
21st November. The railway company to file proper plan showing the crossing. 


4592. Complaint of the Board of Trade of St. Albert, Alta., relative to lack of 
freight shed at St. Albert on the C.N.R. and proper facilities for shipment of traffic 
from that point. File 20170. 

Order made that the railway company file by the 11th November a plan in tripli- 
cate of a freight shed 30 feet by 40 feet, to be erected at St. Albert and to be erected 
within thirty days from the approval of the plan. 


4593. Complaint of R.P. Cull, Fallis, Alta., against the G.T.R. using his Iand on 
the shore of Wabamun lake as right of way, also that the road crossing on the road 
allowance is not passable for teams. File 2236. Case 3851. 

_ Struck off with leave to make application to have it replaced on the list. 

4594. Application of the Board of Trade, Consort, Alta., for an order directing 
the C.P.R. to construct suitable crossings over their line of railway where it crosses 
the road allowance leading to their station and to the town of Consort, Alta. File 
238014. 

No order made. Applicants to take the matter up with the provincial authorities. 

_ After the provincial authorities have dealt with it, the board’s engineer to make an 
Inspection as soon as the road is in shape. 

4595. Petition of the residents in the vicinity of Mayerthorpe, Alta., for an order 
directing the C.N.R. to build a siding on its Peace River branch somewhere between 
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their crossing of the North Paddle river and section 1, township 58, range 9, west 
5th meridian, Alberta. File 25243. 

No order made as board has no jurisdiction to deal with the matter. 

4596. Application of H. D. Thompson, Edmonton, Alta., for an order directing 
either the C.N.R., the G.T.P. or the C.P.R. to construct a spur line to serve the appli- 
eant in block 11, H.B.R., south of MacKenzie avenue, and north of Jasper avenue, 
city of Edmonton, Alta. File 22372-6. 

Board directed that an order should go for the construction of the spur under 
section 226 of the Railway Act. Formal order not to issue until the applicant has had 
an opportunity of looking into the question of damages and notifying the board. 

4597. Application of the corporation of the city of Edmonton, Alta., for an order 
under sections 151, 237 and 251 for the purpose of settling the terms upon which the 
Grand Trunk Railway Co. shall be entitled to use the north 40 feet of MacKenzie 
avenue instead of the south 40 feet thereof. File 2236-83. 

Judgment reserved. 

4598. Application of the corporation of the city of Edmonton, Alta., under section 
937 for authority to construct a highway across the railway and yards of the Calgary 
and Edmonton Railway Co., within the limits of the city, for the purpose of opening 
up Peace avenue, across said railway, either by means of an overhead bridge or sub- 
way. File 22415. 

Board finds and adjudges that the title of the railway company is sufficient and 
effective against the municipality and that the said highway be opened, such opening — 
to be subject to the seniority of the railway company’s title and construction. 

4599. Application of corporation of city of Edmonton, Alta., under section 237, 
for leave to construct a highway across the railway and yards of the Calgary and 
Edmonton Railway within the limits of the city, for the purpose of opening up Atha- 
hases avenue, across said railway, either by means of an overhead bridge or subway. 
File 224386. 

Board finds and adjudges that the title of the railway company is sufficient and 
effective against the municipality and that the said highway be opened, such opening — 
to be subject to the seniority of the railway company’s title and construction. 

4600. Application of the corporation of the city of Edmonton, Alta., under section 
237, for authority to construct a highway across the G.T.P. Ry. for the purpose of 
extending Vermillion avenue across said railway for the purpose of connecting it with 
Stephen avenue and Twenty-first street. File 22983. 

Application withdrawn. 

4601. Application of Messrs. McGrath, Hart & Co., of Edmonton, Alta., for an 
order directing the express companies to extend their delivery limits to the east side 
of river lot 34, which is the eastern boundary of the city of Edmonton, Alta. ile 
4214-95. 

Order made that the tolls of the express companies include the collection and 
delivery of express freight in all thoroughfares reasonably passable for express 
waggons in those portions of the city of Edmonton as set forth in the order. See © 
order No. 21441. : ¢ 

4602. Application of the city of Edmonton, Alta., under sections 29 and 30, for 
an order directing the C.N.R. Co. and the G.T.P. Co. to use one set of double tracks 
from eastern boundary of the city to First street. File 16839. ‘ 

Application stands, the parties to endeavour to reach a solution with the assist- — 
ance of the board’s engineer. 

4603. Application of the C.N.R. Co. for authority to construct a branch line ~ 

-or spur for the Mountain Park Coal Co., Ltd., to cross 17th street in the city of g 
Edmonton. 3) 
Order made granting the application. & 
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4604. Application of the C.N.R. for permission to construct a spur across Elm 
avenue, Hdmonton, to the premises of Messrs. Pray and McLennan, block 113, Park- 
dale subdivision, Edmonton. File 23400. 

Company stated matter had already been dealt with in Ottawa, and that they 
expected to receive an order. 

#605. Application of the city of Edmonton for an order under section 237 of the 
Railway Act for leave to construct a highway across the lines of the C.N.R. Co. and 

of the G.T.P. Co. for the purpose of opening up Morgan avenue, by means of a level 
crossing. File 23398. 

No action taken. Matter stands at the request of the city of Edmonton. In the 
meantime the board’s engineer to report. 

4606. Application for a flag station or local train to stop by request between 
Tofield and Deville. File 19275. 

Order made directing the Grand Trunk Pacifie Railway Co. to file with the 
board within thirty days from the date of the order, plans showing the location of 
a station with a 60-foot platform at a point between Tofield and Deville at mile post 
759 and a stock pen. Also directing that way freight and passenger trains other 
than through passenger trains stop at the said station. See order No. 21937. 

4607. Application of the city of Edmonton for an order under section 237 of the 
Railway Act for leave to construct a highway across the lines of the C.N.R. Co. and 
of the G.T.P. Co. for the purpose of opening up Regent street by means of a level 
crossing. File 23397. f 

No action taken. Matter stands at the request of the city of Edmonton. In the 
meantime the board’s engineer to report.. 

4608. Application of the Banner Coal Co. for repayment by C.N.R. Co. of amount 
paid by the applicant company for the construction of a spur. File 20252. 

Judgment reserved; applicant’s solicitor to submit for consideration in writing 
and furnish a copy to the solicitor for the C.N.R. Co. 

4609. Application of the city of Edmonton for protection by gates and watchmen 
at First street, Namayo, Syndicate, and Alberta avenues crossing the O.N.R. and 
G.T.P. Railways, Edmonton, Alta. File 23420. 

Order made directing the installation of gates at First street and at Namayo and 
Syndicate avenues, 20 per cent of the cost of construction to be paid out of the 
Railway Grade Crossing Fund, the balance to be borne by the railway companies; 
plans to be submitted by the 30th November, 1913, and work to be completed within 
three months after the plans have been approved by the board; gates to be maintained 
by the railway companies in equal proportions, the city to pay the wages of the watch- 
men, the gates to be operated day and night. 

Gates to be installed at Alberta avenue, plans to be submitted by November 30, 
1913, by railway company and gates to be installed within three months; 20 per cent 
of the cost of installation to be paid out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund, the 
remaining 80 per cent to be borne two-thirds by the railway companies and one-third 
by the city; the cost of maintenance and operation to be borne two-thirds by the 
railway companies and one-third by the city. 

4610. Application of the city of Edmonton for protection by gates and watchmen 
at Whyte avenue crossing the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway, Edmonton, 
Alta. File 23418. 

Gates to be installed and operated night and day, plans to be filed by the 30th 
November, 1913, gates to be installed within three months from the date of the 
-4pproval of the plans; 20 per cent of the cost of installation to be paid out of the 
Railway Grade Crossing Fund; of the remaining 80 per cent two-thirds to be paid 
by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and one-third by the city. Cost of opera- 
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tion and maintenance to be paid one-third by the city and two-thirds by the railway 
company. 

4611. Application of J. S. Wiens, of Herbert, Sask., for an order direct- 
ing the C.P.R. to provide a cattle pass on his property on southwest quarter of section 
10-17-10 west 3rd meridian, Saskatchewan. 

No order made. 


4612. Application of the residents of the city of Moosejaw, Sask., for an 
order directing the C.P.R. to construct overhead bridge over Eighth avenue, Moose- 
jaw Sask. File 16165. : 

Order made amending order 17206, July 25, 1912, by providing for a 30-foot 
roadway and for an extension sidewalk 6 feet in width to be placed on one side of the 
bridge, $5,000 to be paid out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund, and the remainder, 
75 per cent to be paid by the C.P.R. and 25 per cent by the city of Moosejaw. 


4613. Complaint of the Board of Trade and city of Moosejaw, Sask., relative to 
delay by G.T.P. in completing its line to Moosejaw and the erection of station there, 
File 10863 -62. 


Judgment reserved. 


4614. Application of the Board of Trade of Truax, Sask., for a better train service 
on the line of the C.N.R. Co. from Moosejaw southerly. 

Referred to the board’s chief operating officer to deal with with a view to securing 
better service for the applicants. 


4615. In the matter of complaint of coal shippers being unable to ship coal into 
Calgary on the line of the G.T.P. Ry. Co., and also in the matter of an application for 
the installation of a transfer track between the Canadian Pacific Railway and the 
Grand Trunk Pacific Railway at Calgary. File 10821-92. 

Matter to be taken up with the Government for temporary facilities. 

4616. Application of the Verwood Board of Trade for a crossing over the tracks of ~ 
the C.P.R. at Verwood, Sask. File 21476. 

Matter to be taken up with other municipalities interested with a view of putting 
in a subway. If no arrangement made within three months order will go as recom- 
mended by the board’s engineer. Board of Trade to take the matter up with parties 
interested and the C.P.R. Company is to allow crossing to remain and to put up a_ 
crossing sign. 

4617. Complaint of the rural municipality of Blucher, No. 343, Bradwell, Sask., 
respecting the G.T.P. crossing in township 34, ranges 1 and 2, west of the 3rd meri- 
dian, as outlined in the order. See order No. 21508. 

Order made directing the G.T.P. Railway Co., at its own expense to make certain 
changes in the highway crossings in township 34, ranges 1 and 2, west of the 3rd meri- 
dian, as outlined in the order. See order No. 21508. 

4618. Application of the town of Forward, Sask., for an order directing the 
C.P.R. to furnish a station, telegraph service, ete., at that point. File 6713-28. 

4619. Application of the rural municipality of Keyes No. 303 for an order direct- 
ing the C.N.R. to construct a crossing between sections 25 and 26-33-41 west 2nd meri- 
dian on their Thunder Hill branch. File 5167-46. 

Order made granting the application. A 


4620. Application of H. L. Manchester, Rosetown, Sask., for an order directing | 


the C, N. R. to construct a spur track leading from the C.N.R. eee in the town of Rose-_ - 
town, Sask. File 6713-39. 


Application dismissed. 


4621. Complaint of J. W. Newman, Belle Plains, Sask., relative to condition ofl 


planking in the road crossing between Regina and Moosejaw, on the line of the CPR. 
File 9558-14. 


» 
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Board decided that no order was necessary at present. The board’s engineering 
office to watch the work and advise if any necessity arises that would warrant the issu- 
ing of a formal order. 

4622. Application of the C.P.R. for an order relieving it from maintaining a 
watchman at the crossing known as Anderson street crossing west of the station build- 
ing at Grenfell, Sask., required by order of the board No. 18705, dated February 14, 
1913. 

Notre.—The board will consider the question as to whether in view of the expense 
involved in connection with watchmen that protection be changed to a bell. File 
9437-979. 

Order made refusing the application, directing that order 20018, dated August 14, 
1913, be amended, and apportioning the cost of maintenance as follows: 60 per cent to 
be borne by the C.P.R. Co., and 40 per cent by the municipality of the township of 
Grenfell. ; 


4623. Complaint of E. D. Sworder, Balcarres, Sask., that the G.T.P. Branch Lines 


Co. have failed to pay penalty of $25 per day under order of the board No. 16559, in 


connection with the condition of crossings and road provided and constructed by the 


railway in section 8-21-12 west 2nd meridian, Saskatchewan. File 18341. 


Ky 


No action necessary, the matter having been settled between the parties. 

4624. Application of the rural municipality of Sherwood, Sask., in regard to high- 
way crossing over the C.P.R. in line with Broadway, Dominion Heights, Regina, 
Sask. 

Note.—This matter is set down to afford the applicants an opportunity of reply- 
ing to the railway company’s answer and of presenting such representations as they 


desire to make. File 22207. 


Application withdrawn. 

4625. Application of the Board of Trade, Carlyle, Sask., for an order directing 
the C.P.R. and C.N.R. to construct a transfer track connecting their lines of railway 
at Carlyle, Sask. File 12562. 

Judgment reserved. Applicant to file further information and to serve copies 
upon the C.N.R. and O.P.R. Companies. 7 

4626. Application of the C.P.R., under sections 159 and 237 for an order approv- 
ing location of its Asquith to Conquest branch from a point on Pheasant Hills branch 
near Asquith for 41:62 miles to” point near Conquest on the Moosejaw northwest 
branch and for an order authorizing the applicant company to construct across high- 
ways from mile 0 to 41-62. File 18031-1. 

The board decided that the railway was not to be built along the highway and 
that the C.P.R. file a plan showing a new location. 

4627. Complaint of the Board of Highway Commissioners for the province of 
Saskatchewan on behalf of rural municipality No. 65, Stoughton, Sask., relative to: 
the O.P.R. crossing on the road allowance between sections 21 and 22-9-9 west 2nd 
meridian, never having been opened for traffic. File 23146. 

No order to be made until the municipality advises the board -that it has done 
the work or will undertake to do so. 

4628. Application of the city of Regina for an order to amend order No. 19506, 
dated June 7, 1913, authorizing the city to cross with its municipal railway the C.N.R. 
at rail level at Fourth avenue, between McIntyre strect and Lorne street, where it is 
hecessary to cross two commercial spurs of the railway company and the main line 
of the company running north and west. File 22240. 

3 Order made amending order No. 19506 by substituting plan marked “A,” dated 
2nd September, 1913, for plan dated March 24, 1913, approved by said order. See 
order 20813. 

% 4629. In the matter of the application of W. D. Stacy, of Chinook, Alta., regard- 
ing a depot agent, etec., at Chinook. 

i 20c—83 
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C.N.R. to advise the board as soon as the line has been in operation for three 
months and to furnish a statement of the traffic. 

4630. Complaint of the Board of Trade of Fort Qu’Appelle, Sask., regarding 
station facilities on the line of the G.T.P. Ry. at Fort Qu’Appelle. File 22349. 

Referred to the board’s operating department to investigate and report upon. 

4631. Petition of the residents and council of Yorkton, Sask., for a subway at 
Third avenue. 

This matter is set down to enable the C.P.R. Co. to show cause why a watchman 
has not been placed at the Broadway crossing as directed by the board on the 29th of 
May, 1918. File 9437-902. 

Crossing at Broadway street to be protected by watchmen, hours to be fixed by 
the board’s engineer who is also to report on the question of installing gates; 60 per 
cent of the wages of the watchman to be paid by the railway and 40 per cent 
by the township of Yorkton. 

4632. Application of Thos. Mathieson of Forester’s Falls, Ont., for an order 
directing the C.N.O.R. Co. to construct for him a passageway for live stock under 
their line of railway across the north half of lot 12, concession 19, township of Ross, — 
Ontario. File 3561-184. 

Estimate of the cost to be prepared by the Canadian Northern and sent to the — 
board. 

4633. Application of the Ontario and Quebec Ry. Co. (C.P.R.) under section 
178, for authority to expropriate certain lands in lot 7, concession A and lot 15, — 
first meridian concession, township of Etobicoke, Ontario, said lands to be used in 
connection with enlarging the station yards at Islington, Ont. File 23209. 

Order made directing that an order should go granting the C.P.R. Company’s — 
application upon condition that at its own expense it moves the Power Company’s © 
poles to a location to be determined by the electrical engineer of the board and 
acquires for the Power Company a piece of property south of its present right of way, 
of the same width and length as that applied for. See judgment of Assistant 
Chief Commissioner, Appendix “ C.” 

4634. Application of the county of Carleton, Ontario, for an order rescinding 
order No. 17199, dated August 12, 1912, in connection with the crossing of the C.N.O. — 
Railway between concessions 3 and 4, township of March, or for a totally new order 
approving of an underground crossing on the opposite side of the road across land — 
already owned by the railway company. File 3561-99. 

The board decided not to vary the order already issued in this matter. See 
judgment of Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, Appendix “ C.” 

4635. Application of the C.L.O. & W. Ry. Co., under section 237, for. authority 
to construct its railway across Prospect, Albert, Simcoe and Centre streets, in the 
town of Oshawa, Ont. (Rehearing.) File 3701-176. 

Board directed the C.P.R. Co. to proceed in connection with the plans approved — 
by the board, dated 1st September, 1913. See judgment of Assistant Chief Commis- 
sioner, Appendix “ C.” 1 

4636. Application of the C.P.R. Co., under section 237, for authority to construct 
bridge No. 92-7 Toronto Subdivision Ontario division of its railway Don Viaduct, 
near Donlands, in the county of York, Ontario. File 22262-5, : 

Order made granting the application, subject to conditions set forth in order. 
See order 20827 and amending order No. 20966. 

4637. Complaint of the municipal council of the rural municipality of Archie, — 
Man., relative to refusal of C.P.R. to construct a switch at a point between section 25- 
14-29 and 30-14-28, near McAuley, Man. File 23058. 

Order made directing the C.P.R. Co. to construct a grain loading siding 400 feet 


long at the point in question, work to be completed by 1st September, 1914. S$ 
order 21132. 


or 


ie ee has! 


» 
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4638. Complaint of the rural municipality of ‘Hillsburg, Man., relative to 
alleged lack of fencing on the line of the C.N.R. in townships 25 and 26, range 27, 
west ist meridian, Manitoba, in Riding Mountain Forest reserve and said muni- 
cipality. File 9994.114, — 

No order made as the work has been completed. 


4639. Application of the municipal council of the town of Carman, Man., for an 
order direeting the O.N.R. to provide gates or other protection at its crossing over 
Fournier avenue in town of Carman, Man. File 9437-1049. 

Order made directing that the trains of the Canadian Northern Railway: Co. be 
brought to a stop before proceeding to cross Fournier and Browning avenues, and to 
operate over such crossings at a speed not exceeding four miles an hour. See order 
20862. 

4640. Application of the town of Carman, Man., for an order directing the 
C.N.R. to place gates or other protection on Browning avenue, in the town of Carman, 
Man., where said railway crosses. File 9437-1050. 

Order made directing that the trains of the Canadian Northern Railway Co. be 
brought to a stop before proceeding to cross Fournier and Browning avenues, and to 
operate over such crossings at a speed not exceeding four miles an hour. . See order 
20862. 

4641. Application of Maulson & Harrison, Minnedosa, Man., for an order 
directing the C.N.R. to reinstate road allowance between sections 11 and 12-19-24 or 
for satisfactory diversion across Mr. A. Forde’s property in Rossburn, Man. File 
660-72. 

Order made directing the railway company to divert the road allowance from a 
point north of its railway to a farm crossing. Company to submit a plan for 
approval by an engineer of the board and the municipality to provide the necessary 
right of way upon payment to it by the railway company of $200. See order 20993. 

4642. Complaint of the municipality of Strathclair, Man., relative to alleged 
dangerous condition of crossings over the O.N.R. in that district between sections 5 
and 8-18-21 and in section 8-18-21 west 1st meridian, Manitoba. File 660-71. 

Board directed that crossings be brought up to standard. Engineer to report 
after construction as to whether they are dangerous and as to what protection is 
necessary. 


4643. Complaint of the municipality of South Cypress, Man., against the removal 
by the O.P.R. of the crossing in section 10, township 7, range 14, west 1st meridian, at 
the east end of Glenboro Yards, Glenboro, Man. File 23044. 

Referred to the board’s chief operating officer for inspection and report. 


4644. Complaint of the shippers of the village of Sleeman, Ont., relative to alleged 
car shortage by C.N.R. at that point. File 18705-46. 
Order made. Board’s inspector to report upon the question of the train service 
' raised at the hearing. 


4645. Application of the Winnipeg Sanadstone Brick Co., Ltd., for approval of 
spur crossing Pembina street from O.N.R. siding on east side of the railway work 
shops to the Winnipeg Sandstone Brick Co., Ltd., on the opposite side of Pembina 
street. File 22484. 
j 4646. Application of Thos. D. Robinson & Sons, Ltd., of Winnipeg, Man., for an 

order directing the C.P.R. to construct a branch line of railway from their Beach Line 
to the premises of the applicant in the city of Winnipeg, Man. File 22318-9. 

Orders withheld for ten days. City of Winnipeg to file its objections by the 15th 

_ November. et 
4 4647. Application of the C.N.R. for authority to cross Godfrey street, Winnipeg, 
-Man., with its Oak Point branch. File 10181. 
Order made authorizing the extension of Godfrey avenue, across the tracks of the 
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Canadian Northern Railway Co., crossing to be maintained at the expense of the rail- 
way company. See order 20867. 

4648. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the C.P.R. at 
Talbot avenue, Winnipeg, Man. File 9437-279. 

Board directed that an order should go providing for the installation of gates to 
be operated by day and night watchmen, the question of cost reserved. 

4649. Applheation of the rural municipality of Fort Garry, Man., for an order 
directing the C.N.R. to provide a proper and suitable subway under its tracks where it 
crosses Pembina highway, Winnipeg, Man. File 20311-1. 

G.T.P. to have the right to file an application for construction from their tracks 
as shown on the plan of proposed possible connection. The matter to be dealt with on 
written subniissions without further hearing. G.T.P. Ry. to advise board what it will 
do by November 20. 

' 4650, Application of the city of Winnipeg, Man., for an order directing the C.P.R., 
to take up and remove from and off Selkirk avenue in the city of Winnipeg, a certain 
spur track which connects with the Selkirk line of the C.P.R. immediately north of 
seikirk avenue, into the Exhibition grounds, and to connect said spur with the said 
Selkirk line of the C.P.R. south of Selkirk avenue. File 23122. 

4651. Application of the city of Winnipeg, Man., under sections 50 and 269, for an 
order directing the C.P.R. and G.T.P. to equip each locomotive steam engine with 
apphance to prevent the unnecessary and unreasonable emission of smoke therefrom 
and to prescribe under what regulations each locomotive steam engine shall be operated 
so as to prevent the air being fouled. File 9346. Case 4489. 

No order made. Referred to the board’s chief operating officer for report. 

4652. Application of the Canadian Manufacturers Association for a rate of 10 
cents per hundred pounds on pig iron, carloads, from Fort William, and Port Arthur, 
to Winnipeg, Man. File 18755-12. 

Judgment reserved. ; 4 

4653. Application of the rural municipality of Fort Garry, Man., for an order 
directing the C.N.R. to construct and maintain a proper and suitable street crossing 
over the tracks of the said railway company where the same crosses Waller avenue in 
the said municipality. File 23261. 

Order made granting the application. | 

4654, Application of the rural municipality of Fort Garry, Man., for an order 
directing the C.N.R. to construct and maintain a proper and suitable crossing over 
their tracks across Chevrier boulevard in the said municipality. File 23262. 

Order made granting the application. 

4655. Application of the rural municipality of Fort Garry for an order directing 
the C.N.R. to construct a suitable culvert under the tracks of the said railway com- 
pany at Waller avenue in said municipality. File 23260. 

Order made granting the application. Culvert to be constructed at the expense of 
the municipality of Fort Garry. 

4656, Application of the rural municipality of Fort Garry, Manitoba, tor an order — 
Jiveeting the C.N R. to construct a suitable crossing over the tracks of the said railway — 
company where the same crosses Southwood avenue in said municipality. File 23263. 

Order made granting the application. z 

4657. Application of the C.N.R. Co. under sections 237 and 178 for authority to 
divert rue Verandrye in the city of St. Boniface, Man., and to take for the purpose of 
such diversion parts of lots 572 and 574, D. G.S. 76, plan 224, of said city, the property 
of Mr. G. A. Gareau. File 23255. 

Order made authorizing the applicant company to divert rue Verandrye in the 
city of St. Boniface and to take certain parts of the lots as therein set forth. See 
order, January 7, 1914. Order No. 20808, November 13, 1913, rescinded. 
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~ 4658. Complaint of John Geddes regarding dangerous condition of Grand Trunk 
level crossing over vnree tracks at Amelia street, Fort Rouge. File 9437.1074. 

Order made limiting the operation of the G.T.P. Company’s trains over the said 
crossing to a speed not exceeding 10 miles an hour. See order No. 21225. 

4659. Complaint of E. Martino Zentil, of Dryden, Ont., relative to refusal of the 
C.P.R. to provide him with a spur to serve his brickplant. File 22754. 

Order made directing the C.P.R. Co. to construct spur capable of accommodating 
six cars, and to have a pulling grade of at least-one-half per cent from the main line 
as shown on the plan filed with the board. Work to be completed within three months 
from the date of the deposit of the sum required to be deposited by the applicant to 
cover the cost of construction. See order No. 22432. 

4660. Application of the C.N.R. under sections 222, 227, and 237, for authority to 
construct a spur from its line of railway in lot 82, block 34, across block 35, and along 
Hester street to Fort street, and to cross with such spur Inchiquin, Algoma, Ontario, 
High, Winnipeg, and Fort streets and the Port Arthur and Fort William Electric 
Street Railway Company on Algoma street in city of Port Arthur, Ont. File 22950.1. 

Order to go subject to the terms being arranged between the parties. 

4661. Application of the G.T.P. Ry. under sections 222, 287 and 257 for authority 
to construct a double track branch line or spur turning out from its line on Empire 
avenue northerly along private right of way formerly James street.to William street, 
thence easterly to Thunder Bay, Fort William, Ont. (Adjourned hearing.) File 
42817.1. : 

Application refused. Referred to the board’s engineer to take the matter up with 


; the G.T.P. Co.’s enginers and report to the board. Applicant to be at liberty to file 


any further material he desires. 
4662. Application of the G.T.P. Co. under section 237 for an order authorizing 
the construction of its proposed spur in William street, Fort William, Ont., across 


the Port Arthur and Fort William railway. ~(Adjourned hearing.) File 22317.3. 


Application refused. Referred to the board’s engineer to take up the matter with 


the G.T.P. Co.’s engineers and report to the board. Applicant to be at liberty to file 


‘any further material he desires. 


4663. Application of the G.T.P. Ry., under section 227, for authority to construct 
a spur on William street, Fort Wilham, Ont., across the line of the C.N.R. (main 
line). (Adjourned hearing.) Fue 22317.4. 

Application refused. Referred to the board’s engineer to take up the matter with 
the G.T.P. Co.’s engineers and report to the board. Applicant to be at liberty to file 
any further material he desires. 

4664. Application of the city of Fort William, Ont., under sections 227, 235 and 
243, for an order permitting the city to cross the tracks of the O.P.R., C.N.R. and 


G.T.P. Ry. with its street railway where such tracks cross Heath street and Montreal 


> 
~~ 
“~ 


street in the city of Fort William, Ont., and for an order repealing or amending order 
No. 11330 and for an order to compel the said railway companies to provide protection 
at all of the highway crossings of said railways aforesaid on Heath street and Mont- 
real street and in each case to proportion the costs of construction and maintenance 
thereof among the interested parties. File 22479. \ 

Board’s engineer to take the matter up with the engineers of the parties interested 
with a view of ascertaining whether an overhead bridge or a subway should be con- 
structed. After his report is received the board will deal with the matter. 

4665. Application of the Fort William Board of Trade for an order directing the 
C.N.R. Co. to construct in that city a depot suitable for the proper transaction of its 
freight and passenger business in keeping with the growth and development of that 
city. File 5791. 

Judgment reserved; board’s engineer to report in the matter. 
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4666. Application of the Mount McKay Pressed Brick Co., under section 226, for 
an order directing the G.T.P. Co. to construct a spur from its line of 
railway on the south side of the Kaministiquia river to the factory and 
plant of the applicant company, and for an order - under section 297 
for authority to cross the highways and the street car tracks of the street railway of 
the city of Fort William which is in portion along one of the said highways. File 
22317 -10. 

Order made granting the application, subject to conditions set forth in the order. 
See order 20879. 

4667. Application of the C.P.R. Co. under section 237 for authority to construct 
bridge No. 92-7 on the Toronto subdivision, Ontario division, Don viaduct, near Don- 
lands, Ont. File 22262-5. 

Order made authorizing the applicant company to take part of lot No. 2, and 
part of lot No. 3, in the 8rd concession from Yonge street in the township of York, in 
connection with this application. See order 20828. See also judgment of Assistant 
Chief Commissioner dated 12th November, 1913. 

46673. In the matter of the order of the board No. 18895, dated March 5, 1913, 
made upon the application of the Simcoe Fruits, Ltd., and the Fruit Growers’ Associa- 
tion of Ontario, directing, inter alia, that railway companies subject to the jurisdiction 
of the board, re-establish the arrangement formerly in effect under which apples were 
carried to concentration points for storage, inspection, or for completion of carloads 
and reshipments, subject to certain conditions, at a reduction of one-third from the 
local tariff rates, to the concentration points; and the question raised by the C.P.R. Co. 
as to the power of the board to make the direction referred to. 

Nore.—The board will consider the question of jurisdiction raised. File 19666. 

Judgment reserved. 

4668. Complaint of John Mason, Plenty, Sask., with reference to the O.P.R. run- 
ning spur track through his quarter section in southwest quarter section 2-33-19 west 
third meridian, and using part of his land to obtain water without obtaining his con- 
sent or giving him any settlement for same. File 22810. 

Referred to Mr. Sclanders, of Saskatoon, to fix the amount complainant should 
receive. Railway company to pay for his services. 

4669. Application of the rural municipality of Hillsburg, No. 289, Saskatchewan, 
for an order directing the O.N.R. to construct a public crossing over their tracks 
immediately west of the west switch D’Arey yards, D’Arey, Sask. File 22654, 

Order made granting the application. See order 20894. : 

4670. Application of the Board of Trade. Humbolt, Sask., for an order directing 
the C.N.R. and G.T.R. to provide interswitching facilities between their lines of rail- 
way near Dana, Sask. File 6713.46. 

Order made directing the railway companies to construct, maintain and operate 
a transfer track near Dana, Sask., subject to the conditions set forth in the order. 
See order 20844. 

4671. Application of the Boards of Trade of Youngstown, Oyen, Chinook and 
Hanna, Alta., for an order requiring the C.N.R. to instal its passenger service on ‘its 
line west of Alsask, Sask. File 5891-100. 

Order made that the O.N.R. Co. furnish a daily passenger service on its line of 


railway west of Alsask, service to be put in effect not later than 10th November, 1913. ¢ 


See order 20878; also order 21314. 

4672. Application of J. S. Wiens of Herbert, Sask., for an order directing the 
C.P.R. to provide a cattle pass on his property on southwest quarter of section 10-17-10 
east 3rd meridian, Saskatchewan. File 22689. 

No order made. ; 

4673. Application of the residents of Moosejaw, Sask., for an order directing the 
C.P.R. to construct overhead bridge over Eighth avenue, Moosejaw, Sask. File 16165. 
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Order made amending order 17206, July 25; 1912, by providing for a 30-foot road- 
way and for an extension sidewalk 6 feet in width, to be placed on the side of the 
bridge, $5,000 to be paid out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund and of the remain- 
der, 75 per cent to be paid by the C.P.R. and 25 per cent by the city of Moosejaw. 

4674. Complaint of the Board of Trade and city of Moosejaw, Sask., relative to 

, delay by G.T.P. in completing its line to Moosejaw andthe erection of station there. 
File 10863 -62. 

Board decided that no further order was necessary as it appeared that there had 
been no congestion. 

4675. In the matter of complaint of coal shippers being unable to ship coal into 
Calgary on the line of the G.T.P. Railway; and also in the matter of an application 
for the installation of a transfer track between the Canadian Pacific Railway and 
the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway at Calgary. File 10821.92. 

Matter to be taken up with the Government for temporary facilities. 

4676. Application of the Verwood Board of Trade for a crossing over the tracks 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway at Verwood, Sask. File 21476. 

Matter to be taken up with the other municipalities interested with a view of 
putting in a subway. If no arrangement made within three months, order will go as 
recommended by the board’s engineer. Board of Trade to take the matter up with 
parties interested, and the C.P.R. Co. is to allow crossing to remain and to put up a 
crossing sign. 

4677. Complaint of the rural municipality of Blucher, No. 343, Bradwell, Sask., 
respecting the G.T.P. crossing in township 34, ranges 1 and 2, west of the 3rd 
meridian, Bradwell, Sask. File No. 6744, Case 2856. 

Order made directing ‘the G.T.P. at its own expense to make changes in the 
highway crossings in township 34, ranges 1 and 2, west of the 3rd meridian, as set 
forth in the order. See order 21508. 

4678. Application of the rural municipality of Keyes, No. 803, for an order 
directing the C.N.R. to construct a crossing between sections 25 and 26-33-1, west 
2nd meridian, on their Thunder Hill branch. File 5167-46. 

Order made granting the application. 

4679. Application of H. L. Manchester, Rosetown, Sask., for an order directing 
the C.N.R. to construct a spur track leading from the O.N.R. line of the town of. 
Rosetown, Sask. File 6713-39. 

Application dismissed. 

4680. Complaint of W. J. Newman, Belle Plains, Sask., relative to the condition 
of the planking in the road crossings between Regina and Moosejaw on the line of 
the C.P.R. File 9558-14. 

No order made, board’s Engineering Department to keep track of the work and 
advise if there is any necessity to issue a formal order. 

4681. Application of the C.P.R. for an order relieving it from maintaining a 
watchman at the crossing known as Anderson street crossing west of the station 
building at Grenfell, Sask., required by order of the board No. 18705, dated February 
14, 1913. 

Nove—The Board will consider the question as to whether in view of the 
expense involved in connection with watchman, that protection be changed to a bell. 
File 9437.989, 

Order made refusin& the application, directing that order 20018, dated August 
14, 1913, be amended, and apportioning the cost of maintenance as follows: 60 per 
cent to be borne by the C.P.R. Co., and 40 per cent by the municipality of the town- 
ship of Grenfell. 

4682. Complaint of E. D. Sworder, Balcarres, Sask., that the G.T.P. branch lines 
have failed to pay penalty of $25 per day under order of the board No. 16559 in 


; 
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connection with the condition of crossings and road provided and constructed by the 
railway in sections 8-21-12, west 2nd meridian, Sask. File 18341. 

No action necessary, the matter having been settled between the parties. 

46383. Application of the rural municipality of Sherwood, Sask., in regard to 
lighway crossing over the C.P.R. in line with Broadway, Dominion Heights, Regina, 
Sask, 

Nore.—This matter is set down to afford the applicants an opportunity of reply- 
ing to the railway company’s answer and of presenting such representations as they 
desire to make. File 22207. 

Applieation withdrawn. 

4684. Application of the Board of Trade of Carlyle, Sask., for an order direct- 
ing the C.P.R. and C.N.R. to construct a transfer track connecting their lines of 
railway at Carlyle, Sask. File 12562. 

Order made amending order No. 19506, by substituting plans dated September 2, ~ 
1918, for plan dated 24th March, 1913. See order 20813. 

4655. Complaint of the Board of Highway Commissioners for the provinee of 
Saskatchewan, on behalf of the rural municipality No. 65, Stoughton, Sask., relative 
to the C.P.R. crossing on the road allowance between sections 21 and 22-9-9, west 
2nd meridian, never having been opened for traffic. File 23146. 

No order to be made until the municipality advises the board that it has done 
the work or will undertake to do so. 

4686. Application of the city of Regina for an order to amend order No. 19506, 
dated June 7, 1913, authorizing the city to cross with its municipal railway the 
C.N.R. at rail level. at Fourth avenue between McIntyre street and Lorne street, 
where it is necessary to cross two commercial spurs of the railway company at the 
main line of the company running north and west, File 22240. 4 

Order made amending order No. 19506 by substituting new plan. See order 
208138. 

4687. Application of the G.T.P. Ry. under section 227, for an order authorizing 
the construction of its proposed spur on William street, Fort William, Ont., across the 
line of the C.P.R. (Adjourned hearing.) File 22317-2. } 

Application refused. Referred to the board’s engineer to take up the matter with 
the G.'T.P. Co.’s engineers and report to the board. Applicant to be at liberty to file — 
any further material he desires. 

4688. Application of the G.T.P. Ry. under section 237, for an order authorizing — 
the construction of its proposed spur in William street, Fort William, Ont., across — 
the Port Arthur and Fort William railway. (Adjourned hearing.) File 22317.3. f 

Appleation refused. Referred to the board’s engineer to take up the matter with | 
the G.T.P. Co.’s engineers and report to the board. Appleant to be at liberty to file 
any further material he desires. 

4689. Application of the G.T.P. Ry. under section 227, for authority to construet j 
a spur on William street, Fort William, Ont., across the line of the C.N.R. (main line). i 
(Adjourned hearing.) File 22317-4. 

Application refused. Referred to the board’s engineer to take up the matter with — 
the G.T.P. Co.’s engineers and report to the board. Applicant to be at liberty to file : 
any further material he desires. $ 

4690. Application of the city of Fort William, Ont., under sections 227, 225 and 
243, for an order permitting the city to cross the tracks of the C.P.R., C.N.R.; and 
G.T.P. Railway with its street railway where such tracks cross Heath street and 
Montreal street in the city of Fort William, Ont., and for an order repealing or amend- 
ing order No. 11330, and for an order to compel the said railway companies to pro- 
vide protection at all of the highway crossings of said railways aforesaid on Heath 
street and Montreal streets, and in each ease to proportion the costs of construction 
and maintenance thereof among the interested parties. File 22479. 
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Stands at the request of the city of Fort William. Board’s engineer to take the 
matter up with the engineers of the parties interested with a view to ascertaining 
whether an overhead bridge or a subway should be constructed. 

4691. Application of the Fort William Board of Trade for an order directing the 
C.N.R. Co. to construct in that city a depot suitable for the proper transaction of its 
freight and passenger business in keeping with the growth and development of that 
city. File 5791. 

Judgment reserved. 

4692. In the matter of the order of the board No. 18825, dated March 5, 1913, 
made upon the application of the Simcoe Fruits Ltd., and the Fruit Growers’ Associa- 


tion of Ontario, directing inter alia, that railway companies subject to the jurisdic- 


tion of the board re-establish the arrangement formerly in effect under which apples 
were carried to concentration points for storage, inspection or for completion of 
carloads and re-shipments, subject to certain conditions, at a reduction of one-third 
from the local tariff rates, to the concentration points, and the question raised by the 
C.P.R. Co. as to the power of the board to make the direction referred to. 

Notr.—The board will consider the question of jurisdiction raised. File 19666. 

4693. Application of the Canadian Manufacturers Association for a rate of 10 
cents per hundred pounds on pig iron carloads, from Fort William and Port Arthur 
to Winnipeg, Man. File 18755-12. 

No action taken. 

4694. Application of the G.T.R. Co. under section 258, for approval of location 
and detail plans of its station at Rideau, Ont. 

Norr.—This matter has been set down for the purpose of hearing the objections 
of Mr. Ed. Cunningham, to the location of the station as authorized by order No. 
19609, dated June 18, 1913. File 21291. 

Application refused. 

4695. Application of the corporation of the city of Toronto, Ont., for an order 
for the removal of the poles of the Toronto and Niagara Power Company on St 
Clair avenue, Toronto, Ont. File 23470. 

Application granted in so far as it relates to the removal of the poles in question. 

4696. Application of the corporation of the city of Toronto, Ont., for an order 
making such change in the plans of the C.P.R. for their station at North Toronto 
as will necessarily follow from the widening of Yonge street at that point by the 
addition to the east side thereof of a strip of land 20 feet in width. File 20558. 

Judgment reserved. 

4697. Re general order No. 107, dated July 4, 1913, covering Fire Regulations. 

Norr.—The C.P.R. Co. will be required to explain why it has neglected to comply 
with the provisions of Regulation 14 of general order No. 107, in regard to its eastern 
lines. File 4741-F-11. 

No action taken, and no order necessary. 

4698. Application of the McKellar Townsite Company, Ltd., under section 237, 
for an order directing the C.P.R. to provide and construct a suitable highway crossing 


_ where the company’s railway intersects Second avenue, lot 28, and part lot 27, conces- 


sion 1, Ottawa front, township of Nepean, Ontario. Plan M. 29. File 23388. 
Application refused, as the Townsite Co. are not the proper parties to-make the 


_ application. Municipality will have to apply to the board. 


4699. Application of the Edmonton City Dairy for an order requiring the Domin- 
ion Express Company, under rule 3 of the Company’s Special Cream ‘Tariff C.R.C. 
4139, to refund 5 cents per can on their consignments to Edmonton between the effec- 


_ tive dates of the said tariff, viz., October 15, 1912, to September 17, 1913, inclusive, 
applicants being outside of the delivery limits and no delivery service haying there- 
fore been furnished. File 4214-219, part 2. 


~ Judgment reserved. : 
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4700. Consideration of the protest of the Toronto Board of Trade against the 
abrogation of the interwarehouse arrangement for completion of carload shipments of 
grain and the suspension of order of the board No. 20584, dated October 16, 1913. File 
238235. 

Judgment reserved. 

4701. The O.P.R. Co. will be required to justify the increase in the minimum 
weights on potatoes and turnips as shown in Supplement No. 11 to C.R.C. No. E 1629. 

An increase allowed to 30,000 pounds. 

4702. Consideration of the question of future practices of railway companies 
regarding cartage service.. File 18663. 

Referred to the board’s chief traffic officer to confer with the shippers representa- 
tives and the railway companies. 

4703. Complaint of the Medico-Chirurgical Society of Montreal, Que., against the 
discontinuance on the 1st of February, 1918, of the reduced tolls previously granted 
by the Bell Telephone Company to physicians within the limits of the Montreal 
Exchange, subject to completion of then existing contracts. File 3574-110. 

Application refused. See judgment of Assistant Chief Commissioner, Appendix 
“ee Cc.” 

4704. Complaint of the Eastern Townships Lumber Company of Sherbrooke, Que., 
against the proposed increase in pulpwood rates from points on the Temiscouata Rail- 
way to Riviére-du-Loup, Que., as published in Temiscouata Railway Company’s tariff 
O.R.C. No. 217 suspended by the board under order dated December 2, 1913. File 
23128-1. 

Order made that effective dates of Special Commodity Tariff, C.R.C. No. 217, 
and the Joint Freight Tariff, C.R.C. No. 221, of the Temiscouata Railway Company, 
become effective the 15th day of August, 1914. Order No. 21105 rescinded. See order 
No. 21269. 

4705. Application of the town of Chateauguay, Que., for an order directing the 
New York Central and Hudson River Railroad Company to make commutation (ten- 
trip) tickets between Chateauguay and Montreal, Que., good for one year. File 23543. 

Order made refusing the application. See order No. 21169. 

4706. Complaint of Geo. Pepper, Toronto, Ont.,; against the charges assessed by 
the C.P.R. Co. on one horse from Jacques Cartier Junction to Westmount, Que. File 
6713-51. . 

Complaint withdrawn. 

4707. Complaint of the Rev. J. P. Desrosiers, e¢ al, of Ville St. Pierre, P.Q., 
against the action of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in leaving cars of dynamite 
standing for a considerable length of time on its Blue Bonnets siding, near the limits 
of the above town. File 1717.7. 

Judgment reserved. Board’s engineer to inspect and report. 

4708. Application of the corporation of the village of Princeville, Que. for an 
order directing the Grand Trunk Railway Company to provide a public highway 
crossing about 1,050 feet west of the station at Princeville, Que. File 21353. 

Order made refusing application. See order 21251. 

4709. Application of the municipalities of Ste. Anne de Bellevue and the village — 
of Senneville, Que., for an order directing the G.T.R. and C.P.R. to construct at their 
cost and expense, a suitable subway under their existing double main line tracks at or | 
near a point immediately west of the west end of the passenger platform of the C.P.R. — 
Co.’s station at Ste. Anne de Bellevue, Que. File 9437.1044. 

Order made directing the G.'T.R. Co. to construct a subway under its tracks at — 
or near a point immediately west of the west end of the passenger platform of the 
C.P.R. Company’s station at Ste. Anne de Bellevue; 20 per cent of the cost, not 
exceeding $5,000, to be paid out of tne Railway Grade Crossing Fund, the remainder, 
15 per cent by the municipality of Ste. Anne de Bellevue, 15 per cent by the muni- 
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cipality of Senneviue, and 70 per cent by the G.T.R. C.P.B. also to construct a sub- 
way under its track on same terms. See order 21313. 

4710. Complaint of R. C. Jamieson & Co., Ltd., and the Consumers Cordage Co., 

Ltd., of Montreal, Que., relative to annoyance and inconvenience caused by the C.P.R. 

» engines in moving and switching freight cars on St. Patrick street in and out of the 
Island Street yard and to other industrial sidings east thereof, on the “Lachine Canal” 
South Bank branch. File 1088, part 2. 

Appleation withdrawn. 

4711. ‘Complaint of Henri Latour and Raoul Latour of St. J erome, Que., that the 
C.P.R. Co. is not complying with order No. 16862, regarding the stopping of mail 
train at Lesage flag station, Que. «ile 16717. 

No order made. No further action necessary. 

4712. Consideration of the matter of protection at the level crossing of the Can- 
adian Northern Quebee Ry. Co. at Culliver street, Hochelaga ward, Montreal, Que. 
ile 9487.1027. 

Order made directing the railway company to instal gates at the said crossing, 

gates to be installed and in operation before the 1st July, 1914, 20 per cent of the cost 
of installation to be paid out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund, and the balance 
by the railway company, 30 per cent of the cost of maintenance to be borne by the city 
the balance by the railway company. See order 21235. 

4713. Application of the Canadian Northern Montreal Tunnel and Terminal Com- 
pany, Ltd., under section 167, for sanction and approval of the revised location of its 
tunnel line from the water to the junction with the main line in the city of Montreal, 
Que. File 18588.31. 

Order made authorizing the applicant company to acquire the lands of Mrs. H. B. 
Rainville. Order No. 20899, dated November 27, 1918, rescinded. See order 21286. 

4714, Complaint of Jas. McDonnell, of Montreal, Que., against the alleged lack 
of protection at the level crossing of the Canadian Northern Quebec Railway Company 
at Bonnett street, Maisonneuve, Que. File 9437.1067. 

Order made that the crossing in question be protected by a pair of gates to include 
the C.N.Q. and the Montreal Terminal Railways. Gates to be operated by day and 
night watchmen. Plans to be submitted by March 11, 1914; 20 per cent of cost of 
installing to be paid out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund, balance to be borne, 
one-half by the C.N.Q. and one-half by the Montreal Terminal Railway. Work to be 
completed by June 1, 1914. See’order No. 21950. 

4715, Application of the Montreal Tramway’s Company, for reconsideration of 
order No. 19956 approving of plan of C.N.Ry. Co. showing structure to be erected 
where it crosses with its lines and tracks the lines and tracks of the Montreal Park 

~ and Island Railway at Sault aux Recollet, Que. File 2342.73. 

Order made amending order No, 16973, dated July 9, 1912, and rescinding order 
19956, dated August 2, 1913. See order No. 21249, 

4716. Application of the O.N.O.R. under section 237, for authority to construct 
its line of railway across the public road between lots 78 and 80, parish of St. Eustache, 
county of l'wo Mountains, at station 1846-80. File 2342.34. 

Keferred to the board’s engineer to report on. O.N.R. company to submit plans 
of the subway. 

4717. Complaint of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers relative to Bulletin 
No. 234 issued by the G.T.R. Co. in connection with yard-limit boards at Algonquin 
Park, Ont. File 4135.24. 

Order made that the yard-limit boards at Algonquin Park be discontinued by 
the 12th May, 1914, provided that if the G.T.R. desires to discontinue the use of 
locomotive whistles at that station, it should, by the 2nd April, file plan for approval 
of the board showing the signal system to be established at Algonquin Park station. 

_ See order 21475. 


a 
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4718. Application of the Boards of Trade of Princeton, Keremeos and Hedley, 
B.C., for an order directing the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway and Navi- 
gation Company to maintain a first-class daily train service to the farthest town on 
the completed portion of its line of railway. File 23626. 

Struck off the list, as case settled. 

4719. Application of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company, under 
section 222, for authority to construct a spur from its Montreal-Port Arthur line at 
the west boundary of the township of Stafford, through the township of Stafford and 
the town of Pembroke, Ont., with two branches at its northerly end in the town of 
Pembroke, for the service of the box factory, The Steel Equipment Company and 
Pembroke Lumber Company and the local freight of the town and surrounding 
country. Ifile 23085. 

Judgment reserved. 

4720, Application of the Pere Marquette Railroad for authority to take part of 
lots 29 to 41, inclusive, in the Sarnia Indian reserve. File 23493. 

Application granted, Mr. Bray, of the Department of Indian Affairs, to indicate 
on the plan where the crossings, ete., are to be before the order issues. 

4721. The Grand Trunk and. Canadian Pacific Railway Companies will be 
required to explain the further postponement of the revised joint tariffs on lumber 
from the Southern States to Canadian points, the said new tariffs, promised for 
October 15, as the effective date, not having been filed. Files 17050 and 22221. 

Matter referred to the parties for settlement. Board to be advised in the event 
of further delay in having the matter settled. 

4722. Railway companies will be required to justify the proposed increase in 
charges for the detention of refrigerator cars as published in tariffs suspended by 
general order No. 115, dated December 19, 1913. File 1700-65. 

Order made that special tariffs of charges for detention of refrigerator cars when 
used for shipments of perishable freight published by the railway companies be 
amended by eliminating the clauses therein relating. to detention at the points of 
loading of the said cars. General order No. 115 and orders 21127 and 21128 to be 
rescinded in so far as they effect the several railway companies filing said amending 
tariffs. See general order No. 120. 

4723. Application of W. L. Vandervoort, of Belleville, Ont., for an order direct- 
ing the Canadian Northern and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies to construct 
a cattle pass under their lines of railway on his property on lot 34, concession 1, 
township of Sidney, Ont. File 3878.549. 

Judgment reserved, matter referred to the board’s engineer for further inspection 
and report. 

4724. Application of Smith A. Hendricks, Trenton, Ont., for an order directing 
the O.L.O. & W. Ry. Co. to provide a crossing on his property in lot 13, concession 1, 
township of Murray, Ontario. File 3701-352. 

Order made directing that the railway company on or before May 1, 1914, con- 
struct a farm crossing at the point in question. See order 21294. . 

4725. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the G.T.R. 
and C.L.0. & W. Ry. Companies at Prince Edward street, Brighton, Ont. File 
9437-1063. 

Complaint withdrawn. 

4726. Application of the Transportation Committee of the Board of Trade, 
Orillia, Ont., for an order directing the Canadian Northern Railway Co. to operate 
their spur line from Udney, a point on the Toronto-Sudbury line which connects 
with the O.P.R. line at Atherly, half a mile from Orillia, Ont. File 8437.9. 

Matter struck off the list, to be reinstated at the request of the applicants. 
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4727. Consideration of the matter of protection of the level crossing of the Can- 
adian Pacific Railway Company, at Albert street, Alliston station, Ont., File 9437-1095, 
This application to be treated as an application for protection at Victoria street. 
C.P.R. Co. to file an answer accordingly. 
4728. Application of the corporation of the township of Humberston, Ontario, 
~ under section 250, for an order directing the G.T.R. Co. to provide and construct suit- 
able culverts under its line of railway known as the Buffalo and Goderich division of 
_ the Grand Trunk on lots 22 and 23 concession 1, township of Humberstone, Ontario. 
File 20681. 
Board decided no formal order necessary unless applied for by the applicant. 
4729. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the Grand 
_ Trunk Railway Company, at William street, London, Ont. File 9437-923. 

Order made that no car or engine of the G.T.R. Co. be left standing within 50 
feet of the east side of the said street. See order 21289. 

4730. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the Grand 
Trunk Railway Company, at the first highway east of the station at Hastings, Ont., 
known as Bridge street. File 9437-652. ; 

Order made that the crossing in question be protected by a watchman by the 
G.T.R. Co., to be on duty daily from 7 a.m. to 7 p-m. See order 21396. 

4731. Application of the Canada Southern Railway Company, under sections 
228 and 178, for authority to connect its tracks with the lines and tracks of the N. St. 
C. & T. Ry. Co. at the intersection or crossing of said railway near and west of the 
station of the applicant company at Welland, Ont., and for authority to take a part 
of lot 27, concession 6, of the township of Crowland, Ont, now owned, by one W. H. 
Singer, for such purpose. File 23100. 

Order made granting application. See order 21303. 

4732. Application of the Guelph and Goderich Railway Company (C.P.R.) under 
sections 222 and 237 for authority to construct a spur on Harbour quay in the town of 
Goderich, Ont., at mile 111-8 on the applicant company’s line, Guelph and Goderich 

subdivision. File 23461. 

Order made granting the application subject to conditions set forth in the order. 
See order 21418. 

4733. Application of Frederick Roach, Cherrywood, Ont., for an order directing 
‘the C.L.0. & W. Ry. Co. to pine water from his spring (or allow him to do so) aeross 
the lands of the company and under their tracks on a line with culvert under said 
tracks on the west half of lot 30, concession 2, township of Pickering, Ontario. File 
9437-4. 

Order made directing the railway company to lay and maintain a 12-inch pipe 
under the embankment at the point in question, the applicant to have the right to 
lay a water pipe through the 12-inch pipe. See order No. 21847. 

4734. Application of the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway Company, 
under sections 221, 222 and 223, for authority to construct a spur in the city of Ham- 
ilton, Ont., from a point on the applicants’ easterly belt line of railway and running 
thence to and through the lands belonging to the municipal corporation of the city 
of Hamilton (city sewage disposal works) and to and into the lands of Fowlers’ Can- 

_adian Company, Ltd. File 22581-6. 

Agreement_to be prepared and submitted within two weeks. Board will then deal 
with the matter on the written submission of the parties. 

4735. Application of the Toronto Eastern Railway Company for a temporary 
crossing order to cross the Oshawa Electric Railway Company’s industrial spur to the 
carriage factory in the town of Oshawa, Ont., for a period of six months from the date 
of order and upon the terms and conditions contained in order of the board No. 14509. 

Struck off the list. Before the Toronto Eastern Railway Company commence 
peration it must give notice to the Oshawa Electric Railway Company. 


NOTE.—The question of the character of the protection is to be spoken to. File 15881.34. 
4 
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4736. Application of the Toronto Eastern Railway Company for temporary cross- 
ing order to cross the tracks of the Oshawa Electric Railway Company at Simcoe 
street, in the town of Oshawa, Ont., for a period of six months from the date of order 
and upon the terms and conditions contained in the last few lines of order No. 14508. 

Notr.—The question of the character of the protection is to be spoken to. File 
15881-33. 

Application struck out. Before the Toronto Eastern Railway commences opera- 
tion it must give notice to the Oshawa Electric Railway Company. 

4737. Application of Chas. A. Windatt, of township of Thorah, Ontario, under 
sections 154 and 250, for an order directing the C.P.R. Co. (Georgian. Bay and Sea- 
board Ry.) to construct and maintain such drainage works upon their line of rail- 
way where same intersects his farm in lot 4, concession 10, township of Thorah, as may 
be mneesssary to prevent the flooding of his lands and damages from 
such flooding, and for an order under section 26a that he be relieved from the terms 
of certain agreement entered into with the railway company with reference to a 
culvert or cattle pass by reason of the violation thereof by the railway company. 
File 23676. 

Matter stands, C.P.R. to submit its scheme for drainage by the 6th February, 
1914. 

4738, Application of the O. & Q. Ry. Co. (C.P.R.), under section 237, for an order 
authorizing proposed change of grade of present grade crossing and the construction 
by means of grade crossing of an additional track (double track’) and siding tracks 
of the main line, London, §.D., across road northwest boundary of the town of 
Streetsville, township of Toronto, Ontario. File 22512-1 

Order made directing the C.P.R. to construct a subway under its tracks at the 
crossing between lots 5 and 6, concession 5, in the township of Toronto, detailed 
plan to be filed within thirty days from the date of the order. Cost of construction 
to be paid: 20 per cent; not exceeding $5,000 out of the Railway Grade Crossing — 
Fund; 5 per cent by the village of Streetsville; 15 per cent by the township of — 
Toronto, and 80 per cent by the railway company. See order No. 21904. 

4739. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Company under 
section 178, for authority to expropriate certain lands belonging to Robert G. O. 
Thompson and Graham K. Stratford in order to enable the company to riprap the 
embankment between stations 102-52 and 111.58, and therefore prevent the embank- 
ment between these points from being washed away by the river, at a point near 
Brantford, Ont. File 18034 51. 

No order made. Leave to applicant to renew on ten days’ notice. 

4740. Application of the G.T.R. Co., under sections 29 and 257, for an order 
amending order No, 14731 authorizing the applicant company to construct bridge No. 
272, mileage 55-75 carrying the 13th district, Northern division of its railway across a 
farm road and stream on the west half of lot No. 20, concession 3, township of: 
Albion, Ontario. File 18073. 

Order made refusing the application. See order 21285. 

4741, Application of the O & Q. Ry. Co. (O.P.R.) under section 237, for author- 
ity to change the present grade crossing in the Don road in lot 2, concession 3, east 
of Yonge street, township of York, Ontario, and to construct an additional track 
(double track) by means of a grade crossing the said Don road in lot 2, at mileage 
93-65, Toronto subdivision. File 22262.17, 

Order made granting the application, with leave reserved to the township of 


York to make an application at any time for a subway should the traffie warrant it. 
See order 21292. 


? 
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4742. Application of the C.P.R. Co., under sections 222 and 237, for authority 
to construct branch lines from points on the Union Station tracks near Bathurst 
street in the city of Toronto, Ont., to the property of the corporation of the city of 
Toronto, leased to the applicant company for railway purposes lying to the east of 
John street, produced and to the south of Lake street, and to cross with said branch 
lines. the highway or prolongations or allowance for highways known as Spadina 
avenue, John street, and Lake street, Toronto, Ont. File 13978. 

Judgment reserved. : 

4743. Application of the O. & Q. Ry. Co. (C.P.R.) under section 222 for authority 
to construct a siding for the Conger Lehigh Coal Company, Ltd., Toronto, Ont., on 


~~ subdivision lots 12, 13 and 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19 and 20, lying northerly of Vine street, 


Toronto, Ont. File 22333-11. 

Order to go in accordance with the consent minutes filed. 

4744, Application of the O.P.R. Company under sections 227 and 176, for author- 
ity to connect the tracks of siding constructed for the Wm. Davies Company, Ltd., at 
Toronto with the tracks of the G.T.R. and to operate with the said G.T.R. over 
portion of said tracks. File 1694. 

No order issued. See judgment of Chief Commissioner, Appendix “C.” 

4745. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company at Cherry street, Toronto, Ont. File 9437-1099. 

Order made directing the C.P.R. to’ provide a cabin close to the crossing at 
Cherry street, Toronto, for the use of a flag man to protect the crossing, between the 
hours of 6.30 a.m. 7 p.m. See order No. 21878. 

4746. Petition of the citizens of the village of Claremont, the northern half of 
the township of Pickering and the southern part of the township of Uxbridge, Ont., 
for an order directing the O.P.R. Co. to stop its trains at Claremont, Ont., and in 
the matter of order No. 21155, dated December 31, 1913. File 23052. 

Order made refusing the application. See order 21273. 

4747. Application of the municipal council of the corporation of Brampton, Ont., 
for authority to open up Hollstone avenue, in the town of Brampton, Ont., across 

the line of the C.P.R. Co. File 23741. 

Order made granting the application, work to be done at the expense of the 
applicants. Question of protection and expense thereof: reserved for future order of 
the board. See order 21291. 

4748. Application of the corporation of the city of Toronto, Ont., for an order 
“approving plan showing the reconstruction of the Strachan avenue bridges over the 
tight of way of the Grand Trunk Railway Co. of Canada and the Canadian Pacifie 
Railway Company. File 21673. 

d Order made allowing for three tracks in the C.P.R. Company’s span to be 5 feet 
wider. See order 21395, 

4749. Application of F. H. Keefer, Thorold, Ont., for an order directing the Bell 
Telephone Co. to provide individual service lines in Thorold, Ont., or that the rates 
be cut in half. File 3574-102. 

No order made. Board’s electrical engineer to inspect and report. 

4750. Application of the city of Toronto, Ont., for the same telephone tolls to be 
applied in that territory recently annexed and formerly known as North Toronto as 
are now applied within the limts-of the Toronto exchange. File 3574-74. 

No order issued. See judgment of Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, dated 
the 26th March, 1914. Appendix “(C.” 

4751. Complaint of the Atlantic Lumber Company against the increased switch- 
ing charge of the C.N.O. Ry. for delivery of cars from the Rosedale saw-mills to the 
connection with the C.P:R. and G.T.R. File 22269. 

_' Application stands to be disposed of with the Rosedale Sawmill Company’s 
complaint. 

20e—9 
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4752, Consideration of the practice of the express companies with respect to 
hipments from, and deliveries at, flag stations. File 4205, case 871, and File 23689. 

Judgment reserved. Board decided that no order should at present be made in 
connection with this matter. : 

4753. Application of the city of Toronto, Ont., for an order directing the express 
companies to extend their delivery limits in. the city of Toronto fixed by orders 
Nos. 13357, 16331 and 16468, so as to include the district bounded by the Northern 
division of the G.T.R., Morrison avenue, and its prolongation, Dufferin street, and 
the existing limits on the south. File 4914-150. 


No order made. Referred to the board’s chief traffic officer for inspection and 


8 


report. 

4754. Application of the city of Toronto for an order directing the express com- 
panies to extend their delivery limits in the city of Toronto, fixed by orders 13357, 
16331 and 16468, so as to include the highways and districts provided with permanent 
pavements since the said orders, the said streets and highways being shown orange 
and green upon the plan of the city of Toronto filed with this application and includ- 
ine generally St. Clair avenue and contiguous streets so far west as McRoberts 
avenue, Yonge street to the northerly limits of the city, Northeast Rosedale, Danforth 
avenue to the east city limits and the Kingston road to Main street, and the district 
known as the Beaches. File 4214-150. 

Referred to the board’s chief traffic officer for an inspection and report. 

4755. Railway companies will be required to justify the proposed increase in 
the minimum weight per carload on certain grain, grain products and vegetables as 
published in schedules suspended by general order No. 116. File 238414. 

Order made rescinding general order No. 116, dated 24th December, 1913. See 
general order No. 122. 

4756. The G.T.R. and O.P.R. Companies will be required to explain the further 


postponement of the revised joint tariffs on lumber from the Southern States to — 


Canadian points, and said new tariffs promised for October 15, as the effective date, 
not having been filed. Files 17050 and 2221. 

Canadian Manufacturers Association to advise the board in case of further delay 
in having the matter settled, they to take it up with the G.T.R. Co. 

4757. Application of the 0.L.O. & W.Ry., for authority to close road allowance 
between lots 24 and 25, concession A., township of Brighton, Ont. File 3701.32. 

No order issued; see judgment of Commissioner McLean dated the 16th March, 
1914. Appendix “ O.” 

4758. Consideration of the bridge tolls charged as follows: 


By the C.P.. for the bridge service between Fairville and St. John, N.B,, 


Fredericton and Gibson, N.B., and Castlegar and West Robson, B.G 
By the G.T.R. between Coteau and Valleyfield, Que. 
By the O. & N.Y. Ry. at Cornwall, Ont. 
File 1179. 
Judgment reserved. 
4759. Application of the Montreal Board of Trade under section 315, on behalf 
of the Montreal Corn Exchange Association, for an order directing the G.T.R. Co., 


to put into effect at its Montreal elevator the same charges and conditions for eleva- _ 


tion storage and loading of grain into cars as are in force at its elevators at Georgian 
Bay ports. File 23706. | 
Board directed that the Montreal Warehousing Company be added as a party. 


Further hearing of the application to stand until the March traffic sittings of the 1 


days. 


board. Mr. Cuisholm to file a furuer statement in regard to the matter within ten | 
f 


| 
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4769. The railway companies subject to the board’s jurisdiction are required to 
show cause why provision should not be made in their tariffs for day-seat fares in 
tourist sleepers. File 22694. 

Judgment re. erved. 

4761. Consideration of the question of the removal of agents from permanent sta- 
tions by railway companies as covered by the board’s general order No. 119.- Files 
14895 and 4205.7. 

No order made. See judgment of Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, dated the 
18th February, 1914. Appendix “ 0.” 

4762. In the matter of the application for connection between the O.P.R. Com- 
pany’s train No. 305 and the New York and Ottawa Railway Company’s train No. 20, 
at Finch, Ont. File 20632. 

Judgment reserved, 

4763. Application of Henry Ray, township of March, Ontario, under sections 252- 
253, for an order directing the O.N.O. Ry. Co. to provide and construct a suitable farm 
crossing where the company’s railway intersects his farm in the south half of lot 25, 
concession 3, township of M arch, Ontario. File 3561.194. 

Order made directing the O.N.O.R. to provide and construct a permanent under- 
crossing through the applicant’s farm, as set forth in said order, applicant to give the 
company a satisfactory bond for the refund of any amount he may have received from 
the company in excess of a reasonable valuation of the land taken by it. See order 
21880. 

4764, Application. of M. W. Smith, Beaverdell, B.C., under section 253, for an 

order directing the Kettle Valley Railway Co. to provide and construct a farm crossing 
over its railway where the same crosses his farm, and in the matter of order of the 
board No. 20407, dated September 23, 1913. File 11738.41, 
; Order made rescinding order No, 20407, dated 23rd September, 1913, in so far as 
it directs a crossing at the west boundary of the applicant’s farm. This order is with- 
out prejudice to the right of the said applicant to apply for an additional farm cross- 
ing if and when need therefor is established. See order 21427, 

4765. Complaint of J. E. Colwell, Tapley’s Mills, N.B.. against the alleged uncom- 
pleted condition of Teeds siding on the line of the C.P.R. Co. File 23336. 

Board decided the matter should stand until material is filed with it showing” 
public demand for a loading siding at the Dibblelee Road crossing. 

4766. Application of the city of iuontreal, Que., to lay, maintain and operate an 
8-foot diameter steel water main under the tracks and along and upon the right of 
way of the Grand Trunk Railway Co. situate upon and being part of lot 2410 of the 
cadastral plan of the municipality of the parish of Montreal, to be used by the city as 
an emergency supply to deliver water from Lachine canal to Montreal water works 
system at Atwater avenue pumping station. File 23775. 

- Order made. City Attorney, Montreal, to file draft order. 

4766. Application of the city of Montreal, Que., to lay, maintain and operate an 
8-foot diameter steel water main beneath the right of way of the O.P.R. Co. at chain- 
age 260/16 from mileage 42.89, Adirondack Junction to Bresley, Eastern division, 
Montreal Terminals, Lachine canal, South Bank branch. File 23776. 

Order made. City attorney, Montreal to file draft order. 

4768. Consideration of the question of the principle of the determining of what 
company should report accidents on joint sections or in instances where two or more 
companies are concerned. File 19399, part 2. 

Judgment reserved. 

4769. Petition of F. QC. Clarkson, Toronto, Ont., for an order directing the rail- 
way companies and other corporations interested in the acquisition of lands in connec- 
tion with the Union Station, Toronto, Ont., to immediately proceed with the expropria- 
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tion by filing the necessary plans and appointing arbitrators to ascertain the value of 
the said lands in accordance with the Railway Expropriation Act; or in the alternative 
to relieve the said lands from all direct or implied restriction and enable your petitioner 
to deal with same in the open market. (Adjourned hearing.) File 588-30. 

Case settled. 

4770. Application of the Cedar Rapids Manufacturing and Power Company, 
under section 178, for authority to expropriate certain lands in lots 262, 266, 267, 268, 
269 and 265 belonging to John Vincent and Idala Charlebois, in the Parish of St. 
Ienace de Coteau du Lac, Que., and in lot 183 of the parish of St. Polyearpe, Que., 
belonging to Charles Houle, said lands being required for right of way for a transmis- 
sion line. File 23677-1. q 

Order to go granting the application. : g 

4771. Complaint of the Canadian Manufacturers Association, against the ad- 
vanced minimum weights on paper and woodpulp to the Northwest, published in Cana- — 
dian Pacific Supplement 40 to Tariff C.R.C. No. E-2353, and Grand Trunk Supple- 
ment 28 to C.R.C. No. E-2513, suspended by order of the board. The C.P.R. Co. will@ 
also be required to speak to the question of whether such notice as required by the Rail- 
sway Act was given by it in connection with the issuance of supplement 44 to C.R.C. 
E-2353. File 19475-6. 

Order made on consent, cancelling the 40,000 pounds minimum and fixing it at 
35,000. 

4772. Application of the Dustbane Co., Ltd., of Ottawa, under section 226, for an 
order directing the C.P.R. Co. to provide and-construct a suitable spur track at mileage — 
85-2 where the company’s railway (the Montreal and Ottawa Division) crosses lot 11, _ 
Junction Gore, township of Gloucester, Ont. File 22370-33. 

Order made directing the railway company to construct a branch line as applied — 
for. See order 21874. 

4773. Application of the municipality of the township of Nepean, Ontario, for a 
order under section 237 directing the C.P.R. Co. to provide and construct a suitable — 
highway crossing where the company’s railway intersects Second avenue, as shown on> 
plan of subdivision of lot 28 and part of lot 27, concession 1, Ottawa front, township — 
of Nepean, Ontario. File 23005. 

Order made granting the application. Expenses of crossing on the township. 

4774. Application of the Port Hope Telephone Co., Ltd., for an order directing 
the Bell Telephone Co. to provide a connection between the lines of the two companies 
for the purpose of interchange of business between the two companies at the town of 
Bowmanville, Ont. File 3839-209. 

Order made dismissing the ‘application, 

4775, Application of the C. L. O. & W. Ry., under section 178 for authority to 
take certain lands, being parts of lots 185, 184 and 178 in the town of Bowmanville, 
Ont., for the purpose of constructing a freight yard and approaches thereto to secure 
the convenient accommodation of the traffic upon its railway at the town of Bowma 
ville, Ont. File 3701-351. 

Order made authorizing the applicant company to take certain lands as applied 
for as set forth in the order upon conditions therein named. See order 21641. 

4776. Application of the C.L.O. & W. Ry., under section 237, for authority to eros 
Seugog street with two tracks to its proposed freight yard in subdivision lots 145, 17 
179, 184 and 185, of block 1, Bowmanville. File 3701-352. 

Order made that the railway company construct on or before Ist of May, a farm 
crossing as applied for, the G.T.R. Co. to replace the planks in crossing over its ra 
way as soon as required. See order No, 21294. 
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4777. Application of Gillies Bros., of Braeside, Ont., and Geo. Baker, Arnprior, 
Ont., for interchanage tracks between the C.P.R. Co. and the G.T.R. Co at Arnprior, 
Ont. File 6713-52. 

Judgment reserved. , 

4778. Application of the Board of Trade of Pembroke, Ont., for an order direct- 
ing the C.P.R. Oo., C.N.R. Co., and G.T.R. Co., to provide interswitching facilities 
between their respective lines in the town of Pembroke, Ont. (Adjourned hearing.) 
File 6713-50. 

Judgment reserved. 

4779. Application of the Montreal Board of Trade under section 215 on behalf of ° 
the Montreal Corn Exchange Association, for an order directing the G.T.R. to put into 
effect at its Montreal elevator the same charges and conditions for elevations, storage 
and loading of grain into cars as are in force at its elevators at Georgian Bay ports. 
(Adjourned hearing.) File 23706. 

Matter referred to the Board of Grain Commissioners, Fort William, to deal with. 


134 ; RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


5 GEORGE V., A. 1915 


APPENDIX C. — 


PRINCIPAL JUDGMENTS OF THE BOARD FOR THE YEAR ENDED 
MARCH 31, 1914. 


RE REMOVAL POLES, WIRES AND CABLES FROM CERTAIN STREETS, CITY OF HAMILTON. 


The Hamilton Electric Light and Cataract Power Company; the Hamilton, 
Cataract Power, Light and Traction Company; the Great North Western Telegraph 
Company; the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company’s Telegraph; and the Bell Tele- 
phone Company of Canada. 

The city of Hamilton applied to the Board for an order directing the companies 
above named to remove their poles, wires and cables, as the case may be, from the 
portions of streets in the city of Hamilton, particularly referred to in the applications. 

The applications were heard at the city of Hamilton on the 28th day of April, 
19138. 

At the conclusion of the hearing the Chief Commissioner delivered the follow- 
ing oral judgment :— 

I am referring now to the applications made by the city of Hamilton to compel 


the Great North Western Telegraph Company, the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 


pany’s Telegraph, and the Bell Telephone Company to take all poles and wires off 
specified streets. 

We have been endeavouring for a length of time to get some proper data on 
which to proceed in connection with the distribution of costs in these cases. The 
matter has been taken up, not only with the city, but with others; and we have been 
endeavouring to get data from different places in the United States, and also some 
information as to what success the Quebec Provincial Commission has had in formu- 
lating a rule to be followed in such eases. 

The case was heard by Mr. Commissioner McLean and myself in Novenfber, if I 
remember rightly; and, while we were unable to deal properly with the question of 
costs to-day (in view of the lack of this information, we shall have to take it up 
probably from another standpoint), the applications can be disposed of, in order that 
the work may go on, now that the winter is over. 

The companies’ objections as to the feasibility of the work and the use of joint 
conduits, we do not think are well taken. The plans of the city, as amended by the 
Board’s expert, the expert of the Hydro-Electric Commission (who was associated with 
the Board’s expert), and the experts of the different companies considering the plans, 
seem to us to be sufficient to answer the purpose, and to answer it safely. So struc- 
turally, and from an engineering standpoint, we find that there is no objection 
to the wires of the Great North Western Telegraph Company being placed under- 
ground in conduits to be supplied by the municipality as the municipality desires. 

The position of the Bell Telephone Company is different. In our view, it is 
better, not only for the Bell Telephone Company, but also for the municipality itself, 
that a system which, having regard to the length of streets now under construction— 
a large proportion of its works being already underground—should be continued under 


one management and one ownership, so far as conduits are concerned; but the Bell 


Telephone Company will be directed to carry its wires underground in this parti- 
cular part of the city—with one qualification. 
While the Telephone Company objected entirely to the doing of the work, its 


im | 


real objection was the fact that the people on the streets, those to be benefited by the ‘ 


ye j REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 135 


SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


removal of the poles, would not allow the company to use their back premises in any 
way for the purpose of erecting poles, so that the wires going to the different sub- 
secribers could properly and be economically carried to their houses and places of 
business. The result of the labours of the Quebec Commission seems entirely to sup- 
‘port the view of the company; and I understand that it is also the view of the local 
authorities here. Mr. Sifton’s own plans support the view, that it would be imprac- 
ticable as well as extravagant to carry the individual wires directly from the under- 
ground conduits into the houses of the consumers. I understand that Mr. Sifton, 
representing the city, does not propose to do so. That is right, is it not? 

Mr. Swrton: Yes. 

' The Cuter Commissioner: But he will supply consumers from poles erected in the 
rear, and that he is now making arrangements to get pole-rights, in order that he may 
feed in from the rear. 

Mr. Sirton: Yes. 

The Cuter Commissioner: The Bell Telephone Company, therefore will not be 
required to place underground the connections to individual houses and stores. That 
will be looked after in the same way that the city’s own work will be looked after, by 
poles erected in the rear, forming a cheaper and much more efficient method of con- 
struction. The city is now arranging for its own pole facilities; and it will arrange for 
the Bell Telephone Company. Where the city is getting easements for its poles, it 
can very easily carry attachments for the Bell Telephone Company, so that their sub- 
scribers may get proper service from the rear. With that qualification, and upon that 
being done by the city, the Bell Telephone Company will take its poles and wires off 
the streets in question. Those streets have been carefully considered by Mr. McLean 
and myself. They are probably some of the most important in the city. They are con- 
gested; there are entirely too many poles and wires on them; and the city’s request for 
the removal of the poles is, we think, entirely reasonable. 

Each matter under the Act will have to be dealt with on its individual merits, 
everything considered; and the fact that a municipality makes a request, and we are 
granting it in this case, does not warrant the conclusion that poles are to be taken off 
all city streets. 

On the question of cost, we have not been able to get the necessary data. It will, 
however, be dealt with as soon as possible. 

ComMissionER McLean: I agree with the disposition of these applications as 
expressed in the judgment of the Chief Commissioner. 

Ordered accordingly. 


RE COST AND LOCATION OF STREET RAILWAY, ELECTRIC LIGHT, AND TELEPHONE WIRES ALONG 
GRADE SEPARATION, NORTH TORONTO. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close of the 
hearing, June 4, 1913. 

This application is made necessary because of the decision of the board to separate 
the grade of the crossings of the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway and the Can- 
adian Northern Railway over the streets in the northern part of Toronto. 

It necessitates the changing of the wires of the Toronto Electric Light Company, 
the Bell Telephone Company, and the Hydro Electric at different points. 

There are two things to be settled: One is the method of the crossing, and the 
other is the cost. 

First of all, dealing with the method: The Board is of the opinion that all wires at 
Yonge street should go underneath; also all wires at Avenue road, with the exception 
of the long distance wires of the Bell. Telephone Company. It is realized that, as 
things are to-day with regard to the facilities, the long distance service may be pre- 
judiced or deteriorated by putting the wires underground. It is in the public interest 
that as good a service as possible should be available. Therefore, until some further 
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discovery or improvement is made, which will permit the wires to be put underground 
and a good service maintained, we will allow the Bell Telephone Company to maintain 
its long distance wires overhead. I think at the other streets it is agreed that under- 
ground construction should be followed. 

Then, with regard to the question of cost and contribution, if any, from the 
railway and the city; that is what we might call the joint enterprise. In the Brock 
Avenue case, the Board came to the’conclusion that the Bell Telephone Company 
should, at its own expense, pay the cost of the necessary change in its construction, 
that is, the change made necessary by the construction of a subway which carried 
Brock avenue under the tracks of the railways. We thought, then, that, while the 
Bell Telephone Company had the right to be on these streets, there was no guarantee 
that the grade of the street should not, at some future time, be changed in the public 
interest. That principle, we think, applies here. These different concerns that have 
these wires have rights on the street; but there is na guarantee that the grade of the — 
street shall not be changed when the public interest demands it. 

It is in the public interest that these grade separations should be brought about; 
and if in bringing them about some changes are necessary in the location of the 
wires of these companies, we think that the companies should bear the entire expense 
of looking after their own wires. Therefore, an order will go accordingly. 

This will in no way affect the scheme of distribution of cost of the grade separ- 
ation itself, which we will have to deal with at some later date. As far as the wires 
are concerned, each interest will have to look after its own wires and bear the entire 
expense of the change. 

Ordered accordingly. 


TORONTO AND NIAGARA POWER CO. AND C.P.R. CO., WIRE CROSSING. TOWNSHIP OF YORK. 


The Cuter ComMisSioNer: This is an application made by the Toronto and 
Niagara Power Company for an order permitting the applicant company to earry its 
wires across the right of way of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in lot 6, 
concession 3, township of York. The application is objected to by the Canadian 
Pacifie. 

The application was heard at a sittings in Toronto on the 15th instant. The 
objections of the railway company are entirely based on the fact that, in their view 
the span from one tower to the.other on either side of the railway allowance is too 
great. The question is entirely one for the engineer. The matter was referred to 
him for investigation and report. : 

Mr. Murphy finds the present construction to be insufficient. He thinks that 
angle towers or strain towers should be placed at the locations, south of and imme- 
diately next the tracks, now occupied by standard towers. Angle or strain towers 
are already provided on the other side. The question of cost will probably range from 
some $500 to $1,000, and the construction recommended by the electrical engineer 
should, in my view be ordered. The construction is to be carried out under. his 
supervision, and details of towers to be submitted to him for approval. The order 
in this case before being issued will be submitted to Mr Murphy, as a former order 
No. 4669, with which he is conversant, will have to be dealt with. 

Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred. 

Order issued authorizing crossing; angle towers to be placed at the points south 
of and immediately next the tracks instead of the standard towers shown on the plan; — 
the work to be done under the supervision of the electrical engineer of the Board: and ke 
detail plans of the said towers to be submitted to him for approval; and the Canadian g 
Pacific Railway Company directed to permit such crossing accordingly. 

July 29, 1913. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS PART 


SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


RE ERECTION OF TELEPHONE LINES BY BELL TELEPHONE GO. IN MONTREAL. 


The CHIEF CoMMISSIONER: This is an application made by the Bell Telephone Com- 
pany asking the Board’s consent to the erection of telephone lines on some twenty- 
‘one streets, the names and particulars of which are set out in the application of the 
company and with particularity in the letter of Mr. Hoyles, general solicitoy of the 
company, under date of June 24, 1913. Complaint has also been made by would-be 
customers as to the failure of the Bell Telephone Company to supply telephone con- 
nection. ‘Phe reply of the company to these complaints is that application was made 
to the city for permission to erect the necessary poles in order to give the service 
asked, and that the city has not given the requisite permission. 

The case came on for hearing before the Board at a sitting held in Montreal on 
Tuesday the 8th day of July. At this sitting the city was represented. No specific 
objections were made to construction on any given street on behalf of the city, nor 
did the city submit any evidence showing that any of the streets were of a character 
on which pole construction, if allowed anywhere, would be objectionable. On the 
other hand, the city’s position is that, having passed their by-law which provides that 

no poles shall be erected generally, that no consent of any kind should be given 
whether the streets were not, as a matter of fact, streets of a character on which 
poles might, pending the ultimate solution of the pole problem in Montreal, be allowed 
- in the public interest to be erected. 

Under these circumstances it was thought necessary that the Board’s own electrical 
engineer, Mr. Murphy, should inspect the different streets and report to the Board 
on the character of the streets and the propriety of the proposed construction. Mr. 
Murphy has since reported that none of the streets in question are as yet ready for 
underground wire construction; that they are all in outlying undeveloped districts so 
rapidly changing in character that electric light lines of pole construction have been 
since erected on some of them in the positions described in the application of the 
Bell Telephone Company; and that, under the circumstances, no Engineer would 
recommend placing the wires underground. 

I am of the view that the application should be granted. Changes have been 

'made in the names of some of the streets since the application was first launclied, 
and the streets and distances thereon, on which pole construction can be made and 
which are to be described in the appropriate order are set out in Mr. Hoyles’ letter 
of June 24, as corrected by Mr. Murphy. The draft order is to be submitted to Mr. 
Murphy so that he may check the streets and distances. The details of the plan of 
construction must be subject to Mr. Murphy’s approval. It may be that in some 
instances, notably on Beaumont avenue and Church avenue where other wires are 
already erected, special details of construction should be submitted by the company 
to Mr. Murphy. 

Mr. Commissioner McLean concurred. 

Order, granting application, issued. 

July 29, 1913. 


RE BURRARD INLET TUNNEL AND BRIDGE CO, 


The Cuter Commissioner: Mr. Hanes, the Mayor of North Vancouver, by his 
complaint of the 18th inst., draws the Board’s attention to the fact that the Burrard 
Inlet Tunnel and Bridge Company has as yet not been organized under the provisions 
of the Railway Act, and that the business-of the undertaking is being carried on 
entirely by the provisional directors. Accompanying this complaint is a statement 
of the company, being revenue account to December 31, 1912, from which it appears 
_ that the provisional directors have paid for calls of 25 per cent on stock subscriptions 
$8,000, while the municipality of North Vancouver has paid $25,000, the city of 
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Vancouver $20,000, and the city of North Vancouver $10,000 for calls of 10 per cent 
on their subscriptions; and that of the resultant total of $58,000, only $11,783.27 
remains in the hands of the provisional directors. _ 

The legality of some of the payments made by the provisional directors is 
attacked. The Board will not deal one way or the other with issues of the character, 
the complaining subscribers having their appropriate remedy, if any, in an action 
in the provisional court. This Board has never interfered, and should not interfere, 
in such issues. | 

Complaint is also made as to the action of the provisional directors in making 
agreements under which 5 per cent or $105,000 of the estimated cost of the bridge is 
to be paid to certain engineers, and also in providing for the payment of resident 
engineers and assistant inspectors, increasing the liability by some $30,000 or $40,000. 
The complaint has been answered by Mr. Guthrie, counsel for the company in Ottawa, 
who has filed a statement of facts in connection with the matter. This statement 
shows that the petitioners to the Act of incorporation, and who are the present pro- 
visional directors, acted from the first as trustees for the municipalities subscribing 
stock; and that the undertaking of the company is public; and that the moneys for 
carrying it on are to be provided by the municipalities and by subsidies from the 
Dominion and Provincial Governments. ‘The statement further shows that the whole 
of the subscriptions of stock amount to only $562,000, and agrees with the complaint 
ot the mayor of North Vancouver as to the amount paid thereon. 

It is also shown that arrangements have been made for additional subscriptions 
by North Vancouver and by the city of North Vancouver; that necessary by-laws have 
been passed; but that owing to difficulties arising under the provisions of the Municipal 
Act, the completion of the work of securing subscriptions has been held in abeyance, 
pending remedial legislation. 

Mr. Guthrie likewise points out that proper minutes of the meetings of the pro- 
visional directors have been kept, and that these minutes show throughout what- 
ever was done by the provisional directors of any importance with the co-operation and 
approval of the municipalities. Other matters are also covered by the memorandum 
which it is unnecessary to go into, because as has already been stated, the Board will 
not pass on any issue arising between the municipalities and provisional directors. ; 

The main object of the incorporation of this company is the building of the bridge, 
and necessary approaches thereto, over the second narrows of Burrard Inlet for foot 
passengers, carriages, and street railway traffic. The construction of one or more 
short lines of railway being perhaps a subsidiary consideration. 

The provisional directors have, notwithstanding the fact that no organization has 
taken place, already obtained the Board’s consent to the location of their bridge and 
the approval of the general plan. They have since filed detailed plans, which have 
been checked and as reported to me by the Engineer are satisfactory and ample for their 
purposes; and the application is now pending before the Board for the approval of 
approaches to the bridge. 

The question of the right of provisional directors to obtain approval of plans and 
of locations of rights of way, etc., does not yet seem to have been considered by the 
Board; probably, I would imagine, because that question has never been called to its 
attention, and that the Board either assumed, or the fact was organization had in all 
instances taken place before action looking towards construction was ratified by the © 
board. I think it is clear that, under the Railway Act, it is not open for provisional 
directors to carry on the business of the undertaking. The powers of provisional — 
directors are not even as great as those under the Ontario statutes, where provisional 
directors enjoy the powers of directors until organization. The provisional directors, 
under the Railway Act, have no such authority, their powers being specifically defined, 
by section 81, sub-section 3, as follows :— 


- REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 139 


SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


“3. The provisional directors may— 

“ (a) forthwith open stock books and procure subscriptions of stock for the 
undertaking; 

“(b) receive payments on account of stock subscribed; 

“(c) cause plans and surveys to be made; and 

“(d) deposit in any chartered bank of Canada moneys received by them on 
account of stock subscribed.” 

Before this company can be organized and empowered by the Board to carry on 
business, stock to the extent of at least $750,000 must be subscribed, and at least 
$75,000 paid into some chartered bank to the credit of the company. Railway companies 
have powers of great plenitude. The filing of plans and the approval of locations, apart 
entirely from the rights of expropriation, affect private interests. The provisions as 
to the organization and stock subscriptions are provisions made for the protection of 
the public and must strictly be adhered to. For the purpose of disposing of this 
matter, I credit the promoters with the best of faith; but their entire bona fides is no 
answer to the complaint of the mayor of North Vancouver. The company has not 
been organized; and, until it is organized all applications of the company, under the 
provisions of the Railway Act, for approval of plans, locations, or otherwise, will be 
refused. 

The approval already granted was made in July last by a section of the Board 
presided over by the Assistant Chief Commissioner, who tells me that if the fact of the 
lack of organization had been brought to his notice, no order would have been made. 

With a view of preventing in the future the recognition of any unorganized 
company, evidence must be filed with the Board showing that the provisions of the Act 
relating to organization have been complied with, as a necessary part of the material 
of the first application of newly incorporated companies. 

Assistant Cuter Commissioner Scorr and Commissioner MILLS concurred. 

March 31, 1913. 


RE QUEBEC CENTRAL RAILWAY COMPANY—JURISDICTION OF BOARD. 


The Cuter ComMiIssionER: Complaints have been made to the Board as to the 
operation and practices of the Quebec Central Railway Company; and the question 
as to whether or not that railway is subject to the jurisdiction of the Board was heard 
at Ottawa on the 18th March. ; 

The Quebec Central is a provincial company incorporated under the statutes of 
the province of Quebec. 

The railway has, however, been acquired by the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany under a lease dated October 2, 1912. 

This lease seems to give absolute control of the railway and its operations to the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company. Under it, not only the railway now constructed, 
but also all extensions, branches, and additions that the lessor—that is, the Quebec 
Central Railway Company—may hereafter be authorized to construct by the Parlia- 
ment of Canada, by the Legislature of the province of Quebec, or by the Board of 
Railway Commissioners for Canada under the provisions of the Railway Act and 
Amendments, with all appurtenances, are leased to the lessee—the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company—for a term of nine hundred and ninety-nine years. 

The lessor’s corporate acts are subject to contract with the lessee, the lessor agree- 
ing not to issue any additional capital stock, bonds, or other financial obligations, 
without the lessee’s consent; and, at the same time, agreeing to sell all or any part of 
the existing capital stock within its control, and use its best endeavours to obtain 

Power to create, and thereafter create and issue, additional capital stock, if the lessee 
So desire. On the same request the lessor must issue bonds or debenture stock to such 
amount or amounts and at such rate of-interest, not exceeding 4 per cent, as the lessee 


a 
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fixes. The lessor is to apply the proceeds of such bonds or debenture stock in such £ 
proportions and in such manner towards the construction or permanent improvement 
of the railway as the lessee may direct; or, at the option of the lessee, the lessor is to 
pay over the whole or any part of such proceeds to the lessee, in order that the lessee 
may itself, according to its own discretion, apply the same as aforesaid. 

The lessee also has the right to exercise all the franchises and powers of the lessor 
in operating the railway, in building ‘branches under the Railway Act or under any 
Act of the Legislature of the province of Quebec, and has the right to use the names 
of the lessor. * ; 

The officers of the lessor are required on the demand of the lessee, to append their — 
signatures and affix the seal of the lessor to any document useful in the exercise of the 
lessor’s rights and franchises. The lessee, of course, can do what it likes in connec- 2 
tion with the running of the trains, may make such rules, regulations, and by-laws ¢ 
touching the railway as it deems advisable, and is to make the tariff or tolls. y 

The only matters left to the lessor, to warrant its continued corporate existence, iy 
seem to be the issue of further stock, bonds, and debentures, and the receipt of rent. 

The rent takes the form of the payment of interest on the company’s bonded or 
debenture stock indebtedness, and a dividend upon the capital stock of the lessor for 
the time being issued and outstanding at the rate of 4 per cent for the first four years 
of the term and afterwards at the rate of 5 per cent. It would appear that this col- 
lection is in its turn probably a matter of form in so far as the lessor is concerned, and 
that the lessee probably, through some official of its own, who may have the added 
dignity of ‘an official name in the lessor company, will make these payments direct to 
the shareholders of record and to the bond and debenture stockholders. : 

On the other hand, it should be pointed Sut that the lessee covenants to do every- 
thing, during the term of the lease, necessary for the preservation of the property and 
franchises of the lessor, and for keeping alive its incorporation for all purposes men- 
tioned in its Acts of Incorporation; and that the lease contains provisions for sur- | 
render at the end of the term, and for re-entry for non-payment of rent. 

The probable reason for the continuance of the corporate functions of the lessor 
would seem to be—first, the maintenance of the defined interests of the shareholders 
in the company, as represented by their stock certificates, unchanged, thus obviating 
diffeulty in determining their interests, and making their compensation easy ot 
adjustment in the form of the dividend secured ; secondly, the issue of securities by the. 
lessor for the purposes of the road, enabling the Canadian Pacific to construct new 
lines under provincial Acts, if they are found favourable, and to operate said lines 
without interference from the Board of Railway Commissioners. 

The lease was submitted to the Board for its approval under section 361 of the — 
Act; and a consideration of the provisions of that section and of section 362, as well 
as subsection 21 of section 2, is now necessary. Section 361 deals with the sale or 
lease of the company’s railway and undertaking by one company to another, either 
in whole or in part, or for amalgamation. Under the terms of the section, the agree- 
ment has to be submitted to the Board, with the appheation for its recommendation 
to the Governor in Council for sanction, the duty of the Board being, in the proper 
case, to recommend to the Governor in Council the sanctioning of the agreement. 

Under section 362, companies agreeing to amalgamation are deemed to be amal- 
gamated and form one company in the name and upon the terms and conditions which 
the agreement provides, and the amalgamated company is to possess and be vested 
with . . . all the powers, rights, and franchises . . . belonging to, pos- 
sessed by, or vested in the companies parties to the agreement. The interpretation of 
“railway ” sections 2, subsection 21, shows that the word includes any railway whic 
the company has the authority to construct or operate. 

Section 362, however, has no application. Absolute as is the acquisition by th 
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company of the railway in question, there is nothing in 
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the agreement providing one way or the other for amalgamation, a matter necessary 
to the operation of this section. 

Ordinarily speaking, section 361 of the Act would have no application under the 
decision of the late Chief Commissioner, Mr. Justice Mabee, on the application of 
the Montreal Street Railway for approval of amalgamation agreements with the Mont- 
real Terminal Railway and the Montreal Park and Island Railway Companies. In 
that instance the local company, the Montreal Street Railway Company, absorbed two 
Dominion incorporations—the Montreal Terminal and the Montreal Park and Island 
Railway Companies. Mr. Justice Mabee held that section 361 deals only with the 
federal companies and not with two provincial companies, nor with a federal and a 
provincial company; and that, therefore, the section has no application to the sale of 
a federal railway and its assets and facilities to a provincially incorporated com- 
pany.. This judgment would apply in the present case, if it were not for the Act 
obtained by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company (2 Geo. V, chap. 78, section 14), 


* which provides that, subject to the provisions of sections 361, 362 and 363 of the Rail- 


way Act, the company may, for any of the purposes specified in section 361, enter 


into an agreement with the Quebee Central Railway Company, and may lease the rail- 


way and undertaking of the latter company. 

The Board recommended the agreement in question for the sanction of the Goy- 
ernor in Council on the 28th November, 1912, and that sanction was granted. The 
Quebec Central Railway is now a railway operated by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company. Is it a “railway” within the definition of the Railway Act? Mr. Beatty 
claims, firstly, that its operation by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company is not 
under the provisions of the Railway Act, but under the special Act of 1912, claiming 
that before the Canadian Pacific Railway Company could operate a provincial line 
under a provincial charter, special authority had to be obtained from the Dominion 
Parliament; and, secondly, that the railway operated under the section of the interpre- 
tation clause already referred to, means a railway subject to the provisions of the 
Railway Act—in other words, a railway either incorporated by the Dominion Parlia- 
ment, or specially declared by that Parliament to be a work for the general advantage 
of Canada. 

In the case of the Preston and Berlin Street Railway Company vs. the Grand 
Trunk Railway Company, an application was made by the street’ railway for an order 
of the Board permitting it to use a small portion of the Grand Trunk Railway ‘Com- 
pany’s land for the purpose of its street railway—a provincial road. The application 
was refused, the late Mr. Justice Killam holding that the provision in the Railway Act 
giving the Board power to authorize the use by any company of the railway tracks or 
the land of another company applies only to a railway authorized by an Act-of the 
Dominion Parliament, or declared to be a work for the general advantage of Canada. 

Everything considered, I am of the view that this Board has no jurisdiction. The 
line is still a provincial line. The judgments both of Killam J. and Mabee J., affirm 
the proposition that the railways subject to the provisions of the Railway Act are only 


_ those subject to the jurisdiction of the Dominion Parliament, with certain exceptions 


of no importance here. This must be necessarily so.. I think it also apparent that the 
mere Act of the Dominion company, such as the purchase of a provincial line, cannot 
of itself oust provincial jurisdiction. : ; 

This is not a case of a Dominion company operating a provincial line under the 
Railway Act, which may or may not be possible and the Board is not to be understood 
as determining that under no circumstances can it have jurisdiction over a company 
as such, enabling it to regulate operation apart from any authority to compel the build- 


ing of industrial branch lines or the enlargement of the track facilities of the railway 
itself. Here the right of operation has been granted to the Dominion company by a 


- 


if, ; 


special Act of the Parliament of Canada. 
The case appears to require legislation to deal properly with it. It seems con- 
trary to public policy and the proper administration of the railway system, that a 
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Dominion company, in so far as its major operations are concerned, should be subject 
to the jurisdiction of the Board, and be exempt from such jurisdiction—be, so far as 
this Board is concerned, entirely free from control of any kind, on a small part of the 
line operated because of certain legal distinctions which cannot appeal to the shipper 
or passenger, or in any way affect the exigencies of traffic. 

An undivided control in operation is probably more important than construction. 
Uniformity of railway practice, a most important essential, would seem to demand that 
railway companies, however incorporated, should, when operated by any of the large 
Dominion systems, be subject to Dominion control. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred. 


March 31, 1913. 


REDUCTION OF A CERTAIN PASSENGER TRAIN SERVICE IN THE PROVINCES OF ALBERTA AND 
SASKATCHEWAN. CANADIAN NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


My. Commissioner MILLs: 

On November 1, 1913, the Board of Railway Commissioners—on the application 
of the Boards of Trade of Youngstown, Oyen, Chinook, and Hanna, in the province 
of Alberta—directed the Canadian Northern Railway Company to furnish a daily 
(except Sunday) passenger service on its line of railway west of Alsask, in the proy- 
ince of Saskatchewan; said service to be put into effect not later than the 10th day 
of November, 1913. 

The railway company is said to have furnished the service as above ordered by 
the Board; but, in a communication dated January 26, 1914, the company has sub- 
mitted figures which go to show that it is losing money on its passenger service west 
of Alsask; and it has asked the Board.— 

To sanction the reduction of the passenger train service west of Kin- 
dersley to Hanna to three trains per week in each direction until such time as 
the business warrants it being put back to a daily, except Sunday, service. 

Our chief operating officer has examined the figures submitted by the company; 
and, on his recommendation, I think it is only fair that the Board should authorize 
the company to reduce the daily passenger service each way, excepting Sunday, to a 
tri-weekly passenger service each way between Kindersley and Hanna from the present 
time till the 1st of June, 1914. 

Chief Commissioner Drayton concurred. 

February 4, 1914. 


COMPLAINT OF THE VILLAGE OF ENTWISTLE, ALBERTA, RE DISCRIMINATION BY THE GRAND. 


TRUNK PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. Commissioner McLean: 

The situation in connection with freight and passenger accommodation at 
Entwistle, Alberta, as already been gone into at length by the Board, and as has been 
indicated, after a careful inspection and after thorough consideration of the situa- 
tion both from an engineering and operating standpoint, the Board came to the con- 
clusion that it was impossible to direct the railway to have station accommodation at 
King street, in the village of Entwistle; and the Board approved of the station 
location at the point as applied for by the railway. In view of the care with which 


the matter was gone into, it would seem superfluous to refer further to this phase of 


the matter. The village of Entwistle, with a pardonable belief in its opportunities 
of growth, has recurrently brought the matter of its station accommodation before 
the Board. It may as well be said that the matter of the station location as _ to 


Entwistle is settled, and that unless an entirely new set of facts is disclosed there is. 


no necessity of attempting to reopen it, There must be finality. 


tea 


Mid 
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By way of minimizing the danger of a stop at King street, the secretary-treasurer 
of Entwistle refers to other spur track conditions. He refers to a proposed spur for 
the Pembina Quarries, Ltd. This, from the blue print furnished by him, shows a 
spur running off from the spur to the Hislop mill. It is stated that grading in con- 
nection with this extended spur has already been done by the railway. If this grading 
has been done off the right of way of the railway it is in violation of the provisions 
of sections 222 to 225, inclusive, of the Railway Act, since no application hag been 
made to the Board. If such an application is made, then, in my opinion, if it is in 
accordance with the blue print already referred to, the Board would not be justified 
in sanctioning such a spur from the point of connection as indicated. Reference is 
also made to a proposed spur from the Canadian Northern west of the Pembina river, 
to the Pembina Coal Company’s property. It is stated that this starts at a point 160 
feet west of the river. No application has as yet been received in connection wici 
a spur from the Canadian Northern to this property. This portion of the railway is 
not yet open for traffic. When the application, if any, is before the Board, full weight 
will be given to the danger caused by the proximity of the river. 

The Municipality, in furtherance of its application for accommodation at King 
street has drawn the Board’s attention to the station which exists at the Pembina Coal 
Company’s spur, west of the bridge over the Pembina river; and it is considered that 
what has been done at this point is an argument for reconsideration as to the village 
of Entwistle. 

An application was filed with the Board by the Grand Trunk Pacifie Railway Com- 
pany, under date of September 24, 1913, asking for the Board’s sanction of “an Order 
authorizing the construction, maintenance and operation of a branch line or spur and 
sidings, for the Pembina Coal Company, Limited, in sections 19 and 30, township 53, 
range 7, west 5th meridian, district of North Alberta, province of Alberta.” The Board 
received a communication from Mr. Charlesworth, Director of Surveys of the Depart- 
ment of Public Works, Alberta, dated September 27, consenting to the crossing of the 
road allowance; and thereafter the Board’s order 20497 issued sanctioning the construc- 
tion of the spur. The road allowance referred to is 1,084 feet west of the bridge, and 
the switchstand of the spur is 500 feet west of the road allowance. The location of the 
spur track in question is at such a distance from the bridge as to make its operation 
safe. 

It developed in the course of the investigation by the Board’s inspector that a tem- 
porary station for freight and passengers has been built just west of the road allow- 
ance already referred to, and east of the spur track leading to the Pembina Coal Com- 

_ pany’s mine. Pembina mines igs shown as a station on the railway company’s time- 

table. Bulletin No. 378 of the Grand Trunk Pacific provides that trains 3 and 4 shall 
stop on signal at the Pembina Coal Company’s spur; that is to say, the spur which has 
just been referred to. When the railway was telegraphed to in regard to thig station, 
the following statement as to it was received. 

“There is only a small shelter on the ordinary right of way for the accommodation 
of coal company’s employees, and no regular station has been provided. This has been 
done by reason of fact that persons destined to the Pembina Coal mines have no means 
of crossing river if required to detrain at Entwistle.” 

Following this, the railway was wired to as follows:— 

| “Application of Village of Entwistle. Your message 26th. Board is 
advised that Pembina Mines shown as station in your timetables; that passen- 
ger business handled there as well as L. O. L. freight no Order issued for this 
station. Immediate answer requested.” 

In response to this, the following telegram was received from the railway :— 

“ Application village Entwistle. Your message date. Since Board issued 
order, twenty thousand four ninety-seven authorizing construction, maintenance, 
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operation Pembina Coal spur, our operating officers considered they were author-_ 
ized to handle all traffic offering to and from that spur. Shelter, erected as— 
additional convenience as explained yesterday. If Board considers approval — 
shelter necessary shall be glad submit application for temporary shelter in pur-— 
suance general order fifty-four.” 

The railway has gone ahead and violated the Railway Act by constructing a station 
at this point. The position of the railway as disclosed in the extracts from telegrams 
above set out, shows that the only defence the railway presented was an extremely 
transparent subterfuge. 

Whether or not a station should be located at the point in question is a matter on 
which no opinion need be expressed at present, since no application in the matter has 
‘been or is before the Board. It is sufficient to say that the structure in question has © 
been erected and placed in its present position with a flagrant disregard for the specific 
requirements of section 258 of the Railway Act. 

Chief Commissioner Drayton, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commis- 


sioner Goodeve concurred. - 
March 25, 1914. - 


APPLICATION UNDER SUBSECTION (C) OF SECTION 8 OF THE BOARD'S ORDER NUMBER 12225, 
(GENERAL ORDER NUMBER 65.) 


Mr. Commissioner McLban: 
Subsection (ec) of section 8 of order No. 12225, now numbered as general order 
No. 65, sets out— 
“No structure over four feet high shall hereafter be placed within six 
feet from the gauge side of the nearest rail without first obtaining the approval 
of the board.” 


There has developed a diversity of practice, and at times orders have issued on 
the applications of industrial companies which have desired a limited clearance as to 
loading platforms, doors, ete. While in the cases so dealt with on the application of 
such industrial companies the railway company may be a consenting party, this does 
not give the Board jurisdiction. The only concern the Board has as to the question 
of the clearance at the point in question is that it affects the operation of the railway 
Whether the condition in respect of lmited clearance arises adjacent to a trae 
located on the railway’s right of way or adjacent to a branch line built under the 
branch line sections, it is a matter connected with the operation of the railway. It is 
on this that the Board’s jurisdiction depends. All applications under the subsection 
referred to should, therefore, in future be made by the railway .concerned, not by th 
individual or industry affected. 

Chief Commissioner Drayton, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, and Com 
missioner Goodeve concurred. 

March 25, 1914. 


TWIN CITY TRANSFER CO. (EDMONTON ) RE SOLICITING PASSENGERS AND BAGGAGE AT O.P. 
STATION, 


The Cuimr COMMISSIONER: 


This is an application made by the Twin City Transfer Company, of Edmonton 
for an order directing the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to extend to the appl 
cant company the same privileges as are given to the City Transfer Company at th 
company’s station at Strathcona, Alta. 

The application is contested by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, whie 
stated, at the hearing, that for the convenient transfer of passengers and their ba 
gage from Strathcona (now South Edmonton) to points in Edmonton preper, at ra 
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which are reasonable and can be controlled by the railway company, a contract has 
been entered into with the City Transfer Company to carry passengers and baggage 
from the station to hotels at certain schedule prices; and that, under the said contract, 
no payment is made to the railway company, either in the way of tolls by passengers 
or compensation by the said City Transfer Company. The railway company further 
alleged that the contract had been entered into entirely in the interest of the travel- 
ling public, and that it does not place upon the passengers any obligation either to 
go themselves or to have their baggage carried by the City Transfer Company. } 

Evidence was also given by Mr. Potter of the City Transfer Company that the 

former charge of fifty cents per passenger had been reduced to twenty-five cents, as a 
result of the agreement; and Mr. Price, superintendent of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company, stated that some such arrangement had to be made either with 
Mr. Potter’s company, or some other responsible concern, in order that the business 
of the railway company might be done with dispatch and due regard to the con- 
venience of the travelling public; and that, if bus-men were allowed to solicit business 
on the platform generally, the company could not prevent excessive transfer charges. 

It developed during the hearing, that Mr. McNeill, of the Twin City Transfer 
Company, had a similar agreement with the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company 
at Edmonton and made a like charge of twenty-five cents, and the record shows that 
the said Twin City Transfer Company carries. baggage for some fifteen hotels and 

_two theatres; but it was alleged that passengers discharged at the O.P.R station were 
prevented from doing business with the Twin City Transfer employee standing on 
the platform, the railway policeman going so far as to say: “That man is not allowed 
to do business Here. You cannot get on his wagon.” 7 

I find, on further consideration, that the Purcell case does not deal so broadly 

- with the question as I thought at the hearing, the decision turning largely on special 
conditions at Saskatoon and not covering generally the right of the railways to make 
contracts of this character. The unreported judgment of the Supreme Court discus- 
sing the company’s appeal, delivered by the Chief Justice, reads as follows: 

“Reading this order as made with respect to the special circumstances 
which exist at Saskatoon, we dismiss this appeal. 

“Tt isnot intended by this disposition of the present appeal to cast any 
doubt upon the right of the company to take such steps as may be necessary to 
maintain order within the limits of the station grounds.” 

I find also that the Board has not relied on the Purcell case as one of general 
application, as contracts similar in character to the one considered in that case are still 
in force at other points, and have not been interfered with. 

A consideration of the Act and authorities is therefore necessary. 

Under section 284 of the Railway Act, companies must— 

“(a) furnish at the places of starting . . . and at all stopping places 
established for such purpose, adequate and suitable accommodation for the 
receiving and loading of all traffic offered for carriage upon the railway; (0b) 
furnish adequate and suitable accommodation for the carrying, unloading and 
delivering of all such traffic; (d) furnish and use all proper appliances, accom- 
modation, and means necessary for such purposes.” 

Section 317 provides that— 

“All companies shall according to their respective power, afford to all per- 
sons and companies all reasonable«and proper facilities for the receiving, for- 
warding, and delivering of traffic upon and from their several railways,” 
and (sub-section 3) “no company shall (a) make or give any undue or unrea- 
sonable preference or advantage to, or in favour of any particular person or 
company, or any particular description of traffic, in any respect whatsoever; (b) 
by any unreasonable delay or otherwise howsoever, make any difference in the 
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treatment in the receiving, loading, forwarding, or delivery of the goods of a 
similar character in favour of or against any particular person or company; 
(c) subject any particular person or company, or any particular description of 
traffic, to any undue or unreasonable prejudice-or disadvantage, in any respect 
whatsoever.” 

These sub-sections are particularly relied on by Mr. Biggar, who appeared for 
the complainant. 

The word “traffic” where used in the Act means traffic of passengers as well as 
goods (section 2, sub-section 3). : 

The duties of the railway company under these sections, are, in my opinion, con- 
fined to matters relating to the receiving of traffic at the railway station, forwarding 
it over the railway, and delivering it at the destination station or to another railway 
company, as the case may be. 

A railway company is under no obligation, legally or otherwise, to take passen- | 
gers from their houses or hotels to its stations or vice versa; and, there being na 
duty—no traffic in the railway sense—it cannot properly be said that if such a com-— 
pany allows one transfer company certain privileges, it is guilty of unjust or illegal 
discrimination because it does not allow the same or similar privileges to all other — 
companies engaged in the transfer business. 

If there be discrimination, it les in the selection of a certain agent for transfer — 
purposes, instead of inviting all those now or from time to time engaged in that — 
business to participate as much as possible in it at all the company’s stations, an — 
arrangement which would render supervision in the public interest practically impos- : 
sible. | 

In some cases a transfer does form part of the railway company’s transportation — 
contract and would fall within section 317; for example, where, on a through ticket, — 
including a transfer coupon, passengers are discharged at a station at one part of a 
city and transferred by a local transfer company, acting under contract, to another _ 
station from which the journey is resumed. : 

In such a case as the ahove, all passengers would be entitled to similar treatment. 
The company could not, by undue delay or otherwise, give an advantage to one partion 
ular person, to the exclusion or neglect of others, either by its own act-or the act of its 
agent, the transfer company. To do so would be an undue preference or discrimina- 
tion within the meaning of the Railway Act. ; 

On the other hand, the railway company, has, if the complaint on this point is” 
well founded, practised undue discrimination in another direction. Instead of sup-— 
plying equal facilities to all the transfer companies desiring to carry on the business — 
of taking passengers and baggage to and from a railway station, the railway com-_ 
pany has, by its contract, excluded all the transfer companies but one. This may be— 
spoken of as discrimination; but, in my view, it is not the discrimination prohibited 
by the Railway Act, which latter is that worked by the company as between passengers — 
and the shippers and consignees of freight and does not concern in any way the men, 
agencies, or companies that may or may not be employed either by the railway com-— 
pany, a passenger, or a shipper for receiving, forwarding, or delivering traffic at, to, 
or from railway stations. The only exception I know of to this general rule, is made 
by section 317, subsection 6, which provides that if a company grants facilities for 
the carriage of goods by express to an express company, any other express company on 
demand shall be granted equal facilities on equal terms and conditions. 

Then, if such an agreement is not prohibited by the Act, have railway compani 
the right to exclude cab or bus drivers from their station properties (subject to th 
qualifications hereafter made) ? ; 

Railway stations, in the same manner as the railway line itself, are of a public | 
nature, subject to duties, obligations, and servitude to the public to the full extent — 
necessary for the proper discharge of the company’s statutory and common law obliga 
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tions as a public carrier. While this is the case, railway stations are private property 
as between the company and those of the general public who have no occasion to use 
them for purposes of transportation. In other words, the rights of the company to 
deal with its property are the same as those of any other owners of real estate in so 
far as matters or uses unconnected with the operation of its road are concerned. 

Companies may, therefore, rent space in their stations for news-stands, restau- 

Tants, and barber shops; and why should they not for transfer and cab offices, without 
having to supply space for all cab-drivers on like terms? As it occurs to me, the com- 
pany owes no greater duties to cab-drivers than to barbers. It is under no direct obli- 
gation to either. Its duties as a railway company commence and end with those aris- 
ing out of and incidental to the carriage of traffic. ~ 

The railway company, however, occupies a different position in so far as a pas- 
senger is concerned. It must furnish adequate and suitable accommodation for his 

arrival at and departure from the station. This entails a station platform or entrance 
with ready access to the street for carriages. The passenger has the right to choose 
his conveyance if he wants one. Unless all vehicles have, subject to the reasonable 
rules and regulations of the railway company, the right to go to the appropriate station 
platform, the full rights of the passenger in driving to or from the station are cur- 

_ tailed. 

In the Purcell case, it was shown that the Plaintiff went to meet six ladies coming 
off a train; and that the station agent compelled him to stand his bus at a most incon- 
venient place for ladies to reach; that the passage where he was compelled to stand 
had been obstructed; and that the agent, upon complaint being made, stated that the 
ladies might reach the bus the best way they could. The late chief commissioner held 
this to be irregular and illegal. 

In this case, the railway policeman prevented the plaintifi’s representative from 
doing business, and told the passenger that he could not get on the plaintiff’s wagon. 
This certainly was irregular and illegal. The passenger has a right to take whatever 

- conveyance he desires, subject to the right of ingress and egress by other passengers, 
_ and to the proper observance by drivers of the reasonable rules of the railway com- 
pany regulating traffic and in case of public convenience and safety. The question 
is one of the facilities that passengers are entitled to—a matter to be determined by 
the reasonably interpreted requirements of the traffic at the point under consideration. 

The mere fact that the plaintiff here has a contract with the theatres for the 
transfer of baggage, as well as passengers, coupled with the company’s refusal to allow 
him to carry on business, justifies the complaint. McNeill’s customers must have the 
opportunity of availing themselves of his service, and the company must make the 
arrangements necessary for such purpose. 

If any difficulty arise in carrying out the Board’s order, precise directions will be 
given, after inspection by an officer of the Board. 

Reference may be had to Purcell and the Grand Trunk Pacifie Railway Company, 
13 Canadian Railway Cases 194; Donovan and Pennsylvania Company, 199 United 

States Report 192; South Western Produce Distributors and Wabash Railroad Com- 
pany, 20 Interstate Commerce, 458; and Orosby and Richmond Transfer Company, 23 
Interstate Commerce, 72. 

Commissioner McLean concurred. 

March 25, 1913. 


RE COMPLAINT OF THE TWIN CITY TRANSFER OF EDMONTON AGAINST O.P.R, 


Mr. Commissioner McLEAN: 
) Mr. McNeill, in his letter of December 16, 1913, on file, states “the real question 
is whether the C.P.R. have the right to allot forty feet of space for the exclusive right 
‘of the other transfer company.” _ The issue having been so defined, there is no neces- 
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sity to consider the relationships existing between the contending transfer companies, 
even if these companies were subject to the Board’s jurisdiction. Mr. Potter states 
that he is paying $15 a month for the special privileges he enjoys; presumably this is 
in part, if not in all, paid for the forty feet of space referred to. But this again takes 
us back to the question of rights of the company in respect of the allotment of space. 
As was pointed out in the judgment in the Twin City Transfer application, 15 C.R.C., 
323, the obligations of the railway are to the passengers, not to the transfer company. 
Subject to the obligations so arising, the railway may make arrangements as to the 
proper policing of its station premises. It is within the reasoning of the judgment 
that it may rent space on its premises to transfer men on different terms for each man 
without coming within the inhibitions as to discrimination contained in the statute. 
Without going further into the judgment—and its reasoning is pertinent to the pre- 
sent application throughout—the obligation on the railway is “one of the facilities 
that passengers are entitled to—a matter to be determined by the reasonably inter- 
preted requirements of the traffic at the point under consideration.” 
It does not appear on what is before the Board that the existing arrangement as 
to allotment of space curtails the facilities properly available for passengers, and the © 
Board would not, therefore, be justified in directing a revision of the existing arrange- 
ment. 
It is pointed out by the Board’s operating officer that hotel runners and busmen 
are allowed to crowd in and jostle passengers, such jostling and crowding being due 
to an attempt to obtain traffic for the vehicles they are interested in. The passenger 
should be protected from such annoyance. It is entirely within the powers of the rail- 
way to make such policing arrangements as to obviate this. Drawing the attention of 
the railway to the existing situation in this respect should be sufficient to bring about 
its correction. 


The Chief Commissioner concurred. 
February 3, 1914. 


COMPLAINT OF W. H. MAHON RE VICTORIA BRIDGE, LIGHTS AND TOLLS, MONTREAL, QUE. 


Mr. Commissioner McLean: Complaint was made in this matter by Mr. Mahon, 
that on account of the absence of provisions for lighting on the Victoria bridge, 
night travel for vehicular and pedestrian traffic along the roadways provided in con- 
nection with this bridge was unsafe. 

This complaint was supported by a resolution endorsed by the municipalities of 
St. Lambert and Montreal South, which complained that in addition to the lighting 
being in an unsatisfactory condition, the road approaches at both ends of the bridge 
were In a very bad condition. 

The matter was subsequently heard at Montreal and was referred to the electrical 
engineer of the board to investigate as to the question of lighting, and to the 
operating and engineering departments to look into as to what create be done to 
improve the situation in connection with the highway approaches. 

The Board is advised by its engineering department that the approach to the 
bridge at the Point St. Charles end has been put in a very satisfactory shape, and 
that a similar rearrangement has been made at the St. Lambert approach, where, 
during last fall, an average of 9 to 12 inches of macadam was laid over the old gray 
surface of the approach, thereby putting it in very good condition. A new raili 
has also been erected on the west side. 

There remains the question of lighting. The investigation made by the Board’ 
electrical engineer resulted in certain alternative propositions being set out in hi 
report, which was submitted to the railway. The railway did not contest the figur 
of the Board’s electrical engineer, but contended that on account of the light tr 
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it was not justifiable to require the railway to incur the expense that any one of the 
— suggested methods would necessitate. The matter has so stood. 

While the item of volume of traffic is one factor to be considered in connection 
with the installation of a protective device, the Board does not regard this as con- 
clusive. In the present instance, the railway has, in connection with its railway 
bridge, made provision for vehicular and pedestrian traffic, and this was taken 
cognizance of in connection with the assistance given to the bridge by the Dominion 
Railway Subsidy Act of 1900, which is chapter 8 of 63-64 Victoria. Certain tolls are 
charged for such vehicular and pedestrian traffic. It is pled by the railway that the 
amount of the revenue obtained from this traftic crossing the bridge at night is not 
sufficient to pay for lighting the bridge. This, it does not seem to me, is an adequate 
answer in so far as public safety is concerned. 

As has been pointed out, the railway has taken no exception to the figures of cost 
presented by the Board’s electrical engineer. Since, however, the question of the 
general cost of the work is one which is emphasized by the railway, there is no reason 
why it should not put in as economical a system of lighting as is compatible with 

’ efficiency. The situation as to the night traffie is a dangerous one, and adequate pre- 
vision should be made for lighting. The railway should, therefore, within one month 
submit for the approval of the Board’s electrical engineer a system of lighting which 
it is prepared to instal to take care of the traffic, and such work to be completed 
within such further time as will be indicated in the Board’s order after the approval 
of the plan in question. 

' Chief Commissioner Drayton concurred. 

February 10, 1914, 


RE LITTLE CREEK DRAIN UNDER G. T. R. TP. OF TILBURY. 


The Cuter ComMIssIONER: 


This is an application made by the municipal corporation of the township of Til- 
bury for an order under section 251 of the Railway Act, approving of the plans and 
specifications of proposed repairs to Little Creek drain as shown on the plans, pro- 

files, and specifications submitted, and particularly that portion of the drain upon the 
lands of the Grand Trunk Railway Company and the approach to be constructed on 
the railway company’s lands for the drain. 

The engineer’s report filed in the drainage proceedings, and submitted to the board, 
established that the Grand Trunk bridge, where it crosses the drain, is an old wooden 
pile structure with a large number of piles driven in the channel of the drain, that 
these piles catch and collect ice and other debris coming down the stream, as well as 
materially reducing the carrying capacity for water, a detriment to the proper working 
of the drain. The report also finds that it is necessary that a new bridge with at least 
a forty foot clear opening under the tracks of the Grand Trunk Railway should be 

_ constructed, and estimates the cost of the bridge at the sum of $6,000. This sum is 
_assessed by the report against the railway company to be borne and contributed by 
it in case it does not exercise its option of constructing the bridge within a reasonable 
time and without unnecessary delay. 

This application is opposed by the railway company on the ground that the esti- 
mated cost of $6,000 for the bridge is entirely too small and that it will cost a sum 
very greatly in excess of that amount, and also on the ground that before its plans are 
~ considered the Board should satisfy itself that the proposed works are not only proper 
_ but necessary for the accomplishment of the purpose intended. and that if the work is 
executed the safety of the public will not be jeopardized. The company urges that 
£% the Board should have one of its engineers look into the matter and determine, and pass 
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i upon the necessity and practicability of proposed scheme of drainage, and urges that 
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directions of the Board made in the past under the rulings of the late Chief Commis- 
sioner, Mr. Justice Mabee, are improper. The decision complained of confines the 
question to be passed upon by the Board to the character of the bridge or culvert 
which carries the railway track and decides that the Board has nothing to do with the 
matter of area to be drained, the legality of the proceedings, or other questions. 

Under the Railway Act, section 251, the lands of railways with the exception that 
no drainage works shall be constructed or reconstructed upon, along, in, or across the 
railway or lands of the company until the character of such works or specifications, 
or plans, thereof, have been first submitted to and approved of by the Board, and that 
the proportion of the cost of the work is to be borne by the company as directed: are in 
exactly the same position as the lands of any other land owner in all provinces where 
by virtue of any Act procedings may be taken by a municipality or land owner for 
drainage or drainage works. In Ontario such proceedings may be taken under the 
Municipal Drainage Act. The drainage scheme now in question is initiated and is 
to be constructed under its provisions. Under that Act protection is given land owners 
by right of appeal to courts of revision and drainage referees. 

If effect is given to the contention now made by the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany in addition to the distinction noted between railway lands and those of other 


owners the Board would implement the Act by giving the railway companies a final. 


appeal to the Railway Board against the whole drainage scheme on any grounds that 
the railway might choose to advance, and create a further distinction between railway 
and other lands not provided for or contemplated by the Act. 

To my mind there is no room for any such contention, subsection 4, which is the 
section under which the Board acts in cases of this kind and which prevents any con- 
struction upon, along, in, or across the railway or the railway lands until the 
Board first approves of it, is confined entirely to that portion of the drainage works 
which is to be constructed on the railway property. The section is not drafted so as 
to in any way to interfere with the provincial legislation or jurisdiction except to the 
extent indicated for the obvious purposes that the Board will see that the works are 
sufficient and proper for railway operation, and for the safety of the travelling public. 
The direction of the late chief commissioner, in my view, is right and will in the 
future be followed. 

July 29, 1913. 


RE CULVERT ON GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY, TYNEHEAD STATION, B.C. 


The Curmr Commissioner: 


' This is an application made by the municipality of Surrey, B.C., for an order 
directing the Great Northern Railway Company to enlarge its culvert on the Clover 
Valley road, at Tynehead station, B.C. 

The municipality’s complaint, as developed at the hearing, showed that flooding 
has taken place on the line of the Daly road, at a point south of a railway spur which 
has been laid across the said road to a mill near the south side of the Hjorth road. It 
was stated that the water at times has been so deep that the corduroy on the Daly 
road has floated and the railway track has been covered. 

The necessity for drainage being clear, Assistant Engineer Kerr was instructed 
to make an inspection, and a recommendation as to the best way to secure an adequate 
outlet for the water on the north side of the railway; and he has since reported that 
an open ditch should be constructed north of the railway from “A” to “ B,” as shown 
on the plan on file, point “A” being at the Hjorth road and point “B” about 2,000 
feet therefrom, in a southeasterly direction, at a culvert under the said railway. 

Therefore, an order should go directing the Great Northern Railway Company 
to construct, on the north side of its railway, at the place in question, a ditch of 
adequate width and depth, with the bottom of uniform grade, from “A” to “B,” that 
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the water complained of may run in a southeasterly direction from Hjorth road to the 
culvert mentioned above. 

The drainage of the lund south of the track will have to be looked afier by the 
municipality in connection with its road construction. 

Commissioner Mills concurred. 

Order issued accordingly. 

November 20, 1913. 


RE FENCING ALONG C.P.R. AT SAVONA, B.C. 


The Cuter ComMMISSIONER: 


The Board’s attention has been called to a lack of fencing is the neighbourhood 
of Savona, B.C., along the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

It appears that, acting under the provisions of the amendment made to the Rail- 
way Act in 1911, an application was made by the railway company for an order of the 
Board excusing fencing at a large number of points along the line of railway in British 
Columbia. 

It is beyond all question that at many points in British Columbia fencing would 
be merely a waste of money, particularly in the sections which are largely covered by 
the application, where the line is built along the Thompson and Fraser rivers on the 
one side, and there are mountains and bluffs on the other side. 

At the point in question however, which was a point where fencing was excused for 
a distance of something over three miles between Savona and Pennys, the bluffs and 

-the river—which were given as the reason why fencing was unnecessary—would not 
now seem to apply, as cattle, as a matter of fact, have got on the right of way and have 
been killed. If as a matter of fact there is any necessity for fencing, although the line 
runs through a very rough territory, fencing, of course, should be maintained, while 
on the other hand it is equally clear that if there is no necessity whatever for it, it is 
equally inadvisable to compel the railways to throw away the money. 

The fact of the necessity of fencing having been called to the Board’s attention, 
order No. 20893 was issued. This order required the company to erect and maintain 
fences and directed the work to be completed within three months, and also rescinded 
the order relieving the company from erecting and maintaining fences in so far as 
that portion of its railway between Savona and Pennys was concerned. 

Application is now made by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for an exten- 
sion of time for the reason that the ground is frozen at the present time, and asking ~ 
that an extension should be given by the Board until the 15th of June next. There 
being no necessity to fence, the former order should not have been made in so far as 
this particular part of the railway is concerned. The former order having been 
rescinded, the company’s statutory obligation arises. This statutory. obligation is not 
an obligation which should be made subject to relief by temporary extension under these 
circumstances, as an extension of the time within which the fences are to be erected 

' might be construed as relieving the company from its statutory obligations during the 
extended period for fence construction. As the company’s liability to fence is not 
under the Board’s order, but is under the statute, in my view this should not be done. 
On the other hand, the engineer reports that the request, owing to frost, is reasonable, 

and that an extension should be granted. 
| Under these circumstances, it seems to me that the proper thing to be done is to 
issue an amending order, the effect of which would be to strike out the Board’s direc- 
tion that fences be erected and maintained on the railway between Savona and Pennys, 
and that the work should be completed within three months, and simply to cancel the 
- former order relieving the railway company from erecting and maintaining fences 
along the portion of its line, in so far as that portion of its line between Savona and 

Pennys is concerned. The effect of this will be that the company cannot be said to be 
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in default in connection with construction directed by the Board, but will leave the 
company liable for claims otherwise recoverable brought against the company in respect 
of cattle killed on this section of the track. 

As the original order was made without notice to those who might possibly be 
interested in it, persons perhaps impossible of being ascertained at the time the appli- 
cation was made in 1911, and was issued on representations made by the company, this 
result cannot be said to be unjust. While all parties that may be interested cannot 
be notified of similar applications, I am of opinion that for the future the local muni- 
cipal authority or, in case of unorganized districts, the proper department of the 
Provincial Government should be notified and if necessary heard before any order 
relieving the companies of the statutory duty to fence is made. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioners Mills, McLean and 


Goodeve concurred. } 
Order in accordance with the judgment, issued. 


January 19, 1914. 


Appheation of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company, under Section 258, for 
approval of proposed station site and station at Fort Fraser, mile 572, Prince 
Rupert East, in the northwest quarter of section 22-13-15, coast district, B.C. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close of 
the hearing, held in Ottawa, May 7, 1913: 


The Board is of opinion that the station should be on the east side of the river, 
We are of opinion that it is feasible and would be tne proper place to have the station, 
and so much negotiation has gone on and so much encouragement has been given to 
the applicants, that we think the scheme should be carried out by the railway company. 

We have not considered the details of the draft agreement which Mr. Chamberlain 
refused to confirm. We have a copy of that on file before us. 

Before making an order embodying conditions, we would much prefer that the 
parties would come to an agreement and file that, and then we will let an order go 
approving of the station grounds subject to the conditions of the agreement. 

Perhaps now that the Board takes the responsibility of deciding that the station 
is to be on the east side of the river, Mr. Chamberlain can make an agreement with 
the applicants. 

We will wait for three weeks for an agreement to be put in, and if the Grand 
Trunk does not agree, then we will have to make an order with such conditions as we 
see fit. 

Mr. Biecar: Mr. Chamberlain— 

The Assistant Cuter Commissioner: I think Mr. Heaman is a better engineer 
than Mr. Chamberlain. 

Mr. Biccar: Some information has been given to the Board which we were entirely 
unaware of, and I think if Mr. Chamberlain knew of it at the time he would have said 
“Well, you can have the agreement.” y 

The Assistanr Culer ComMissioner: Let us have an agreement within three 
weeks, and we will get out an order embodying that agreement. 7 

Order issued, subject to terms of agreement entered into between The Dominion 
Stock and Bond Corporation, Limited, and the applicant company, dated July 4, 1913, 
approving of the proposed station. 


GRAND TRUNK PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY'S STATION, FORT GEORGE. 


ASSISTANT Cuter CoMMIssioneR: On the 5th March, 1912, the Board heard an. 
application of the Natural Resources Security Company—the owners of the townsite 
of Fort George—for the location of a station on the Grand Trunk Pacific at or near the 
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_ Fort George townsite. No final decision as to the location of a station was reached by 
the board at the time, and the matter was, as far as the Board was concerned, permitted 
to remain in abeyance. 

In an application, dated 24th January last, the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway 

_ Company applied to the Board for the approval of its station site and station at Prince 
George, at M. 466-3, Prince Rupert East. After the usual investigation by the oper- 
ating department of the Board the approval of the location was recommended and 
order No. 18902, dated 29th March, 1918, was issued by the Board approving of that 

‘station site. 

. At the time that order was made, the Board was not aware that the Prince George 

Station site, for which the railway company had applied for approval, in any way 

conflicted with the Fort George station which the Natural Resources Security Company 
had applied for more than a year ago; and, upon it being brought to the attention 
of the Board that the Prince George site, approved of by the order above mentioned, 
jwas detrimental to the interests of Fort George, this matter was set down to give all 

‘parties an opportunity of being heard. 

At the sittings of the Board on the 6th instant, the railway company was heard 
in justification of its Prince George site, and parties interested in Fort George and 
South Fort George were also heard in favour of or against a station which would better 
accommodate those interested in, Fort George, than the station suggested by the rail- 

_ way company. 

A number of buildings have been erected and considerable population now exists 

at both Fort George and South Fort George. The former is on the south bank of the 
Nechace river, just west of the Indian reserve now owned by the Grand Trunk Pacific 

upon which they desire to erect their Prince George station; and South Fort George 
is on the west bank of the Fraser river some distance south of the railway. 

It seems to me in deciding on a location of a station, there are three interests to 
be considered. First, those of Fort George; second, those of South Fort George; and, 
third, those of the railway company. When the matter was up before the Board, in 
March, 1912, it was suggested by our chief engineer that the station might be located 
at a point on the railway three thousand feet east of the eastern boundary of the Fort 
George townsite. This is at a point on the railway known as station 950. At this 
‘point, there is a grade of two-tenths of one per cent rising westerly. This grade is 
maintained for three thousand feet until it reaches Fort George townsite, where it 

is increased to four-tenths of one per cent. Our engineer assures us that a two-tenths 

‘of one per cent grade is not objectionable for the location of a passenger station. A 
station in the townsite of Fort George would, in my opinion, be objectionable, not 
only on account of the grade; but, because of the fact that the railway will run along 
the side of the river bank some distance below the grade of the streets-in the townsite 
and some distance above the level of the river. The point suggested by the railway 
company for its Prince George site is about seven thousand feet east of Fort George, 
at a point slightly lower than the point recommended by Mr. Mountain; and, it is 
contended that it would be liable to be flooded by the high water of the two rivers in 
the spring of the year. In my opinion, the railway company’s site is not desirable, 
because it is too far away from Fort George. 

* I think we should select the site suggested by our chief engineer, which is three 

‘thousand feet east of the Fort George townsite as the best place for the station. 
‘That point is about equi-distant from Fort George and South Fort George, and the 
‘surrounding territory will permit of suitable highways being constructed to both 
these points. It is within the Indian reserve owned by the Grand Trunk Pacific, and 
‘will therefore serve the Grand Trunk Pacifie townsite which is laid out on that 
reserve. 

Therefore, bearing all interests in mind, I think the site I have decided upon 
Should be adopted by the board. Order No. 18902 of the 20th March last should be 
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rescinded, and the railway company should be requested to file a plan showing a 
station at a point three thousand feet east of the eastern boundary of Fort George town- 
site. 

The railway company point out that there is a bank south of the point I suggest 
for the station which runs parallel to the railway and is from 600 to 800 feet south 
of it. This has been carefully considered by us with our chief engineer, and we are 
satisfied, notwithstanding this bank, that the site I suggest is the best one to be 
adopted. 

Messrs. Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred. 

Commissioner McLean dissented. 

May 10, 1913. 


Complaint of certain freeholders of the townships of March and Torbolton, against . 
the station site selected by the O.N.O. Railway. 


Oral Judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the hearing, 
September 16, 1913: - 


In this matter the application from the railway company to the board, for approval 
of the station ground was dated the 4th of July, 1912, and was received by the board — 
on the ist of August. There is evidence it was served on the municipal clerk on the ~ 
17th of July. The application went to our operating officer, who recommended the ; 
approval of the station site. : 

We wrote the township clerk on the 7th of August saying we had not heard from ; 
him, although notice of the application had been served on him, and we would like to — 
know what the municipality had to say. We did not get any reply, and on the 27th 
of August, we issued order No. 17342 approving the location applied for by the railway 
company. A few days after we got a letter from Mr. Richardson, the municipal clerk, 
saying the municipality approved of the location of the station. The letter was dated 
September 9th. 

Nothing further was heard by the board in this matter until August last. Then, — 
we had a letter from the applicants asking for the reconsideration of the order. We — 
heard from Mr. Greene objecting to such reconsideration, and the matter was set down ; 
to be heard. ; : 

The railway company, in the meantime, acting on our order, went on and did con- — 
siderable work, bought the land for station grounds and graded the siding. The rail- — 
way company point out that the site at mileage 22 is the best from their point of view 
on the question of water and so forth. 

The majority of us feel, Dr. Mills dissenting, that the railway company should not 
now be asked to change. The order as issued will stand. As between the merits of one f 
location and the other, to my mind there is not much to be said; one is pretty nearly — 
as good as the other. Perhaps lot 27 might have been a little bit better from the point — 
of view of the residents, but the matter was settled a year ago in good faith, and we | 
cannot allow the township to change it. 

Mr. YouncHusBanD: If they bought the land before you approved would that 
make any difference ? 

The Assistant CHIEF COMMISSIONER: It would not have made any difference. 

No order will be necessary. The order already issued will stand. 


COMPLAINT OF CERTAIN FREEHOLDERS OF THE TOWNSHIPS OF MARCH AND TORBOLTON 
AGAINST THE STATION SITE SELECTED BY THE CANADIAN NORTHERN ONTARIO 
RAILWAY COMPANY 


Mr, Commissioner Mints: On the line of the Canadian Northern Ontario Rail- 
way from Toronto to Ottawa, two stations in the county of Carleton were fixed upon 
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_—Torbolton and South March—between 10 and 11 miles apart, the former to accom- 
modate the village of Woodlawn and the latter the village of South March. Between 
“these two villages is the village of Dunrobin, about 43 miles by the railroad from 
Torbolton and about 62 miles from South March. The company finally decided to 
put a station between Torbolton and South March, and those knowing the location 
and the facts, naturally expected that the additional station would be as near the 
village of Dunrobinyas possible, say at the town line, about one-third of a mile from 
the village; but under some influence—alleged to be that of a certain member of the 
municipal council—the company selected a site about 4? miles from South March, 
at a point where the said councillor or councillors and some other interested parties 

_ hope to have a new village and a summer resort. 

The board, having been duly notified by the clerk that the municipal council was 
in favour of the site about two miles east of the village of Dunrobin and 42 miles 
from South March, issued an order approving of the said site; but subsequently 
certain members of the said council declared in writing, and orally at the hearing 
of the case, that the council in question never approved of the site, as represented to 
the board; 

Having read the statements, minutes, and affidavits pro and con in the dispute, 

I express no opinion as to what the said council actually did; but I have long felt 
that the sidetracking of an old, well-established village by a railway company should 

_not be permitted, unless under exceptional circumstances, and for the best of reasons. 

Dunrobin is one of the oldest villages in the county. It contains “churches, a 
hall, a blacksmith shop, woodworkers, agents, a cheese factory, a general store and 
post office,” ete. 

It is alleged that eighty-four or eighty-five families call regularly for their mail 
at Dunrobin post office; and, after a careful perusal of the correspondence, an exam- 
ination of the petitions sent to the board, and due consideration of the evidence given 
at the hearing, I think the only substantial reason for refusing to change the site to 
a point beside the town line, about one-third of a mile from Dunrobin, is the fact 
that the company, relying on the board’s approval of the site on lot 22, at the con- 
cession line, 4% miles from South March, has purchased land for a yard, and done 
some grading for one or two sidings at that point—and this is met by the applicants 
offering, privately, since the hearing, to give in exchange the same acreage of equally 
good land, with an adequate supply of water and other facilities, for a station on 
lot 27, at the town line, one-third of a mile from Dunrobin; and to do free of charge 
on lot 27 as much grading for sidings as the company has done on the said lot 22. 

In view of these facts and circumstances, I cannot concur in the judgment 
delivered at the hearing of the case on the 16th of September, 1913: and I am 
strongly in favour of a rehearing or anything else which may possibly secure what 
I consider fair treatment of the business men, few or many, and others who live in 
the village of Dunrobin—a population of 100 in 1911. 

September 30, 1913. 


RE CANADIAN NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY’S STATION, M. 22, COUNTY OF CARLETON. 


ASSISTANT CHIEF ComMISSIONER: 

At the sittinss of the board at Ottawa, on the 16th of September last, we heard 
an application on behalf of certain residents of the townships of March and Torbolton, 
in the county of Carleton, for the rescission of order No. 17342 of the 17th August, 
1912, which approved of the location of a station at mileage 22 in the township of 
March on the C.N.R. line; and, for an order directing the railway company to locate 
‘a station on the town line between the townships of March and Torbolton, at the 
village of Dunrobin. 


¥ 
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After hearing all concerned at considerable length, the board came to the con- 
clusion (Dr. Mills dissenting) that the order approving of the station site at mileage 
22 as applied for by the railway company should not be interfered with. The reasons 
for coming to that conclusion were expressed by me in an oral judgment delivered at 
the hearing. 

We have now received an application for a rehearing of the application, which 
we disposed of at our sittings on the 16th of September; and, after considering the 
facts submitted to us, the board has come to the conclusion (Dr. Mills dissenting) that 
this matter should not again be opened up. 

At the hearing there was a good deal of dispute between the parties asking for the 
location of a station at Dunrobin and those supporting the Order of August 1912, as 
to whether the municipal council of the township of March had or had not approved | 
of the location of a station at mileage 22. Since the hearing, both parties have sup- 
plied the board with additional evidence on the question; one endeavouring to show 3 
that it was considered by the municipal council of the township; and the other that ; 
it was not so considered. I thought that I made it clear in expressing the conclusions. : 
of the board at the hearing in September last, that that was not a material point in — 
our coming to the conclusion we did; but, since the parties have laid stress upon it; @ 
T think it well to point out that the board in issuing the order it did in August, 1912, 
was in no way influenced by any action, or lack of action, on the part of the municipal 


approval of its station grounds at mileage 22, was dealt with by the board as we deal 
with hundreds of similar applications. We waited even longer than the usual time 
allowed by the rules of the board for a reply from the municipal council to the copy 
of the application which had been’ served upon it by the railway company; and, as no 
reply was received, the plan was, on the recommendation of the chief operating officer 
of the board, approved, on the 27th August, 1912, by the above mentioned order No. 
17342. Copy of that order was sent by our secretary to the clerk of the township on 
September 6, 1912; and, some days afterwards—on September 12, 1912, we received 
a communication from the township clerk to say that the municipal clerk approved ‘of 
the station grounds. As has been pointed out, it is contended by those asking for a 
rehearing of this matter, that the municipal clerk was not authorized to write that 
letter. As the letter was not received by us until some days after our order was sent 
out, it is quite clear that we were in no way influenced by the action or lack of action 


of the municipal council. 

A certified copy of our order, approving of a station at mileage 22 having been 
sent out to the railway company as well as the municipality, the company acting on 
that authority proceeded to lay out station grounds at that point. It has acquired the 
land, and has done some, if not all, the grading necessary to put in a siding, and it — 
has also arranged for suitable water supply should it be required for operating pur- 4 
poses at that point. 

The distance between the station in question, at mileage 22, and the next station 
on each side of it, has been arranged by the railway company to suit its own con- 
venience. Our order was based on the position that the distance between this and the 
next station was not unreasonable so far as the prospective users of this station was 
concerned. In Western Canada, stations seven miles apart are not considered to be 
unreasonably located in country districts. Here, we have a station four and three 
quarter miles from one station, and about six and one-half miles from another. The 
railway company was heard at the sitting in September and urged that the arrange 
ment of its stations be not interfered with. 
2H Having these matters before it, the board came to the conclusion at the September 
sittings that the order of August, 1912, should not be interfered with; and, after con 


council, 
The application sent to us by the Canadian Northern Railway Company for 


: 
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sidering what has been submitted by the applicants for a rehearing, we are still of the 


same opinion.—Dr. Mills dissenting. 
The parties should, therefore, be advised that their request for a rehearing is 


refused. 
Messrs. Commissioners McLean and Goodeve concurred. 
October 7, 1913. 


G.T.R. STATION AT PRAIRIE SIDING, ONT. 


The Cuter ComMMISSIONER: 
This is an application for an order directing the Grand Trunk Railway Company 


to build a proper station and platform for passengers, a freight shed, and a freight and 


express platform, and also directing the company to appoint an agent at Prairie sid- 
ping, Ont. 

It appears that the earnings at this station for the year ending July 31, 1913, 

amounted to $4,325.19 on the outward business and $1,421.85 on inward business, or 


_ $5,747.05 in all. Passenger fares collected amounted to $819.70, so that the total 


freight and passenger earnings at the station amount to $6,566.75 
From the inspector’s report, it would appear that there is a small shelter now 
erected, which is not properly looked after and is at present in a dirty and dilapidated 


~ condition, while the company has supplied no freight shed or platform of any char- 


© acter. 


Under the standard requirements, the earnings at this point do not warrant the 
appointment of an agent. The company, however, has been- doing a fair amount of 
freight business, and should, I think, build a small freight shed with an appropriate 
platform. The passenger earnings are such that the board would not be justified in 
ordering the construction of a passenger station. The present shelter, however, should 
be put in a proper state of repair and kept clean. The company should also pay some 
attention to keeping the place in a proper condition in future, and must make the 
necessary arrangement for caretaking. 

The company to file a plan of the proposed freight shed and platform within 


thirty days. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred. 
December 15, 1913. 


RE BULSTRODE STATION, QUE. 


The Curr Commissioner: This matter seems to have been very unduly delayed, 
and there has been much unnecessary difficulty in obtaining information as to existing 
traffic conditions. 

I notice that after the matter has been Stars for a long time, the report of the 
chief operating officer requiring, within thirty days, a statement showing separately 
the railway’s earnings on freight received and forwarded, as well as the earnings on 
passenger traffic, was adopted by the board, and a letter written to the company on 
November 14 requiring this information. The only information given shows in bulk 

the freight earnings of the station for the year. The question is entirely considered 
by the railway from the freight standpoint, although it is said by the company that 
there are no tickets sold at that point, and that it “is ‘impossible to show passenger 
earnings as conductors’ collections are not available. There is a passenger business 
done to and from Bulstrode from which the company receives more or less money. It 


May be the company’s misfortune that it has not got the figures on hand; that certainly 


is not the fault of the applicants. The fact remains that it is impossible to drive from 
_ the highway towards the station by reason of an open ditch which is maintained by the 
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company. Irrespective of all traffic it cannot be said that such a condition supplies 
reasonable and proper facilities either for receiving or for delivering traffic at this 
station. 

There does not seem to be much doubt that Mr. Bond at one time recognized 
the obvious position and consented to move the station. This, of course, does not bind 
the company, nor does it change the rights of the parties one way or the other. It is, 
however, probably the only conclusion that anyone taking the trouble to go to Bulstrode 
could come to. . 

The question is not one of receipts; so, in my view, the company aepigel be given — 
the option of placing the station on the site already suggested as shown on the blue © 
print referred to in Mr. Nixon’s report and forwarded to the company under date 
of November 18th, 1913; or at once constructing an adequate culvert to provide for the — 
drainage now afforded by the ditch across what would be the proper highway approach, 1 
—and thus be made to furnish the public with proper access to the station. 

The company will make its election within seven days. In the absence of such 
election, an Order will go directing the company to locate the station on the site shown i 
on the blue print, which is of date January 6, 1918, and certified to by Mr. Bond of the ~ ’ 
company’s engineering staff. 

Assistant Chief SESS Seott and Commissioners Mills, McLean and 


: 


Goodeve concurred. } 
December, 20, 1913. 
, 
REMOVAL OF AGENTS FROM AGENCY STATIONS. 3 
Assistant Cuter CoMMISSIONER: 


For some weeks past the board has received many complaints from places in the ~ 
western provinces where permanent agents had been established by railway companies, 
that the agent was being removed and the station turned into a flag station. So num-_ 
erous were these complaints, that the board thought it proper to issue general orem 
119, requiring railway companies who intend to remove a permanent agent from a 
station and make the station a flag station, to first notify the local municipality, or 
Board of Trade, of its intention to apply to the board; and, then send in to the board — ; 
an application for permission to close the station, with a statement of the grounds — 
upon which such action was to be taken. : 

When a railway company opens a station and appoints a permanent agent there — 
business in that locality is built up on the assumption that the station will continue to 
be a permanent station. The board thinks it proper that it should be consulted, and 
that those representing the public should be heard before such a station is closed by a — 
railway company. The services given by a railway company at a station where there 
is a regular agent, and at a flag station, are very different; and, it may amount to ay 
great hardship to a community paddanke: to have its station closed. 

The board has no intention of interfering with a railway company in cacti 
economy by closing a regular station, if the facts of the particular case warrant such 
action; but, as the closing of a station has such a material effect upon the interests of 
the he who have been using that station, the board should have an opportunity of 
determining in each case upon its own merits whether the railway company would be 
justified in closing a regular station or not. t 

At the hearing, the point of view of the railway companies was clearly set fortha 
We realize the necessity for prompt action in all cases where it is reasonable that a 
company should be permitted to close a regular station. No general rules can be laid 
down. Each case will have to be dealt with on its merits. The intention of the board 
in issuing general order 119 was, that it should apply only to cases where the compan 
desired to close a regular agency station and make that station a flag station. It w 
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not intended to apply to cases where a special agent had been temporarily employed to 
look after some particular class of business which was of a temporary nature. 
No order is necessary in this ease. 


Messrs. Commissioners McLean and Goodeve concurred. 
February 19, 1914. 


/ 


. APPLICATION, LACHINE, JACQUES CARTIER AND MAISONNEUVE RY. CO. TO EXPROPRIATE LANDS. 
OF MONTREAL GAS CO., FOR DIVERSION OF HARBOUR STREET, MONTREAL. 


The Curr ComMISSIONER: 


This is an application made by the Lachine, Jacques Cartier and Maisonneuve 
Railway Company, under section 178 of the Railway Act, for authority to expropriate 
certain lands from the Montreal Gas Company, as lands required for the diversion of 
Harbour street in the city of Montreal; and the application is opposed on behalf of 
the gas company. 

The location of the applicant company’s line of railway was approved by the 

_ board’s order No. 15776, dated January 12, 1912. 
Subsequent application was made by the company for permission to construct its 
line of railway across a number of highways including Harbour street; the appli- 
cation was heard ata sitting of the board held in Montreal on February 22, 1912; and 
order No. 16181, dated March 28, 1912, was subsequently issued. By this order the 
_applicant company is empowered to divert Harbour street adjoining Ontario street, 
between Elm and Harbour streets. The diversion is required by the municipality ; 
and, at the hearing of the present- application in Montreal, on July 9, 1913, the muni- 
cipality insisted on retaining the said Harbour street as diverted. 

On the present application, the matter really is not open for the board’s untram- 
melled consideration, as in the case of an original application. The above orders have 
been acted upon, moneys have been expended thereunder, and no application has been 
made to rescind either of them. 

It should further be noted that Mr. Montgomery, who appears for the Montreal 
Gas Company on this application, appeared before the board at the sitting in 

_ Montreal on February 22, 1912, when the diversion was ordered. The record shows 

_ that Mr. Montgomery on that occasion appeared for the Montreal Light, Heat and 
Power Company, which company controls and operates the properties of the Montreal 
Gas company, and sets out in its annual statement certain facts and figures regarding 
the operation of the gas plant. ; 

No question was raised by Mr. Montgomery at the sitting, except that, in con- 
nection with Harbour street, he brought up the question of gas pipes, stating that 
the gas company’s works were located on Harbour street, and that the entire city of 
Montreal was supplied from those works. His anxiety, then, seemed to be confined to 
the question as to how the gas mains and pipes of the company would be provided 
for. 

Be this as it may, the fact remains that the gas company was represented at the 

_time the original order was made, and no appeal has ever been taken from the order 
which renders necessary the diversion of the said street and the taking of property 
for that purpose. 

The applicant company shows that the lands it now desires to expropriate from. 
the gas company aré absolutely necessary for the diversion of Harbour street as ordered, 
and that, for the purpose, there is no other land suitable that can be acquired at such 

place upon reasonable terms and with less injury to private rights. 
I find, as a fact, that the company has established this, and that its evidence has 
not been contraverted by any. statement made or evidence given by the gas company. 

The gas company rests its case really on the fact that it is a public utility cor- 
poration, and that its lands are already in use for public utility purposes—the com- 
‘ 
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pany’s engineer stating that the property in question is used for the storage of 
material required for the purification of the gas; that the company proposes to 
extend the purifiying house on that side, 2.e., on the lands proposed to be used for the 
diversion of Harbour street; that the company is increasing its coal gas production 
by about 30 per cent; and that, in order to provide for such increase, it is necessary. 
to take care of the purification of gas in the proposed extension. The engineer then 
admits that the land is required for the diversion of Harbour street. 

Under the circumstances, Mr. Montgomery’s argument on behalf of the gas com- — 
pany goes, in the first instance, to the question of the right of the board to authorize 
the expropriation of lands already dedicated to a public purpose. There is no doubt 
that many authorities show that a clear distinction exists between the right to expro-— 
priate property already devoted to public purposes and that put to a private use. 

The question, however, of the right to expropriate, under the Railway Act, lands 
already put to a public purpose under a provincial statute, was considered by the late 
Chief Commissioner, Mr. Justice Mabee, in the case of Toronto and the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company. In that particular case, at the time the application for expro- 
priation was made, the municipality had passed a by-law expropriating for the pur- 
pose of its power line a strip of land adjoining the railway. The expropriation of 
this strip was allowed after a contested hearing at which objection to the board’s 
right to order expropriation was made on the same ground as is taken here. I pro- 
pose to follow this authority and to hold that, as a matter of law, the board has the 
right to authorize the taking of the lands of the gas company. 

Without discussion of the matter at greater length, it is obvious that, owing to 
the peculiar character of railway undertakings, the work of railway construction 
might be delayed and, in some instances, rendered well nigh impossible, if effect were 
given to the gas company’s contention and the scope of Dominion legislation thus — 
limited . ; 

The gas company objects, also, on the ground of irreparable damage and balance 
of convenience—or perhaps of necessity. 

Further, the gas company offers to exchange the property sought to be taken for — 
other property of a similar area adjacexit to its works, and which it suggests the rail- _ 
way company should be directed to acquire. I asked at the hearing how this adjacent 
property could possibly be expropriated by the railway company. Mr. Montgomery 
stated that he understood the owners were willing to sell, and that it was merely 
question of price. It appears that it was in the interest of everybody that this 
arrangement, if possible, should be carried through; and the matter was allowed t 
stand, to see-if an adjustment could not be made. The land has not been purchased 
the applicant company alleging that the prices asked are prohibitive, and that the 
Montreal gas company itself had previously desired to purchase the property but had 
abandoned it.on account of the excessive price asked. 

It is hardly necessary to say that, as a matter of law, a railway company cannot 
expropriate property for the purposes of a gas company. q | 

The applicant company has complied with the requirements of the statute. The | 
land is required for a street diversion which the city insists on and is entitled to 
In my view, therefore, an order for expropriation should go as applied for. 

While the board has nothing to do with the question as to when the prope 
expropriated may be taken possession of by the railway company, and while it do 
not appear that the property to be expropriated is to-day put to any considerable use 
in the manufacture of gas, 1 am of the opinion that while the arbitration should 
proceed at once, the railway company should not make application for possessio 
until the gas company has had a reasonable opportunity to make such arrangements 
as may be necessary to ensure a proper supply of gas for its customers. 

Commissioner McLean concurred. 

September 25, 1913. 
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APPLICATION OF THE ONTARIO AND QUEBEC RAILWAY COMPANY TO EXPROPRIATE LANDS OF THE 
TORONTO AND NIAGARA POWER COMPANY, NEAR ISLINGTON, 


Assistant Cur CoMMISSIONER: This matter came before the board at the Ottawa 


sittings on the 4th November last. The applicant, which is really the Canadian 


Pacific Railway Company, applies to take a strip of 84 feet of the northern boundary 
of the Toronto and Niagara Power Company which adjoins the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company’s right of way on the south. The object of the aplication is to 
provide room for the southern dump for a passing track which the railway company 
desires to establish just west of its Islington station. The traffic on the railway has 
materially increased, and this passing track is necessary for the satisfactory move- 
ment of trains on the railway. The company’s plan which is submitted with lis 
application shows that the track itself will be upon the company’s rignt oe” way; but 
that the embankment holding up the track on the south will run over on to the pro- 
perty of the power company. 

The power company has erected a.number of towers on its own property; the 
arms of which towers do not extend to the present northerly limit of the power 
company’s right of way. 

We are advised by our electrical engineer that if the application is granted and 
the proposed passing track is constructed that the smoke from locomotives on the 
proposed track would be an element of danger to the power company’s wires. There- 
fore, if the railway company is to have this extra land, and it appears necessary that 
it should acquire it, unless it wants to go to the expense of building a retaining wall 
along the southern boundary of its right of way (and, in such event it would not be 
necessary for them to ask the board to consider the present application) it should 
be given the right to take the land only on condition that the poles of the power 
company affected by the extra width now applied for, should be moved southerly so 
that the wires on such-poles would be a safe distance away from the new track which 
the railway company desires to construct. 

The moving of these poles would not be a very serious or expensive matter for the 
railway company to undertake; but, the power company contend that in addition to the 
line of poles in question and another line of poles on the south side of its right of way, it 
desires to put a third pole line upon the right of way, and therefore it requires the full 
width of the present right of way for this purpose. Our engineer assures us that if a 
third pole line is to be erected on the power company’s right of way, that it should be 
given a strip of property south of its right of way of the same length and width as the 
piece of property on the north of its right of way which the C.P.R. now desire to take. 

The Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company has a location for a railway 
approved by the board parallel to and directly south of the power company’s right of 
way, and if additional land south of the power company’s right of way is to be acquired 


by the Canadian Pacific to give the power company in substitution for the land the 


C.P.R. desire to take from the power company, it will be necessary for the C.P.R. to 
acquire the strip south of the power company’s right of way from the Canadian 
Northern Ontario Railway Company. 

This matter has been taken up with the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway 
Company and that company objects to a portion of its approved location being taken 
for the power company. However, our chief engineer, Mr. Mountain, reports that the 
Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company’s line has not yet been constructed at 
the point in question, he sees no objection to a portion of the right of way being taken 
for the purpose of the power company, provided, additional land is acquired for the 
Canadian Northern south of its right of way. 

I therefore think an order should go granting the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany’s application, upon condition that it, at its own expense, move the power com- 
pany’s poles to such location as the electrical engineer of the board shall determine; 
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and acquires for the power company a piece of property south of the power company’s 
present right of way, of the same width and length as the property the C.P.R. now 
applies for. 

Tf the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and the Canadian Northern Ontario 
Railway Company cannot arrange this matter without the intervention of the board, 
a subsequent application can be made. 

Messrs. Commissioners McLean and Goodeve concurred. 

Further submissions were filed by the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Com- 
pany, alleging that if a portion of its approved location were taken for the power com- 
pany, this would place a kink in its main line, and that if the judgment was carried 
out it would mean that the company would be prevented from having passing sidings 
similar to what the applicant company is now asking for, if the extra land were taken. 

After further considering the matter, the applicant company decided to put the ~ 
track on its own ground and support it by a retaining wall, and the application was — 
therefore withdrawn. ‘ 

January 22, 1914. , j 


— 


CANADIAN NORTHERN CUT-OFF, WINNIPEG, MAN. 


The CureF COMMISSIONER: 

From advice received subsequent to the hearing, I was in hopes that some of the 
matter involved in this application could have been adjusted between the parties, par- ; 
ticularly a rearrangement of highway and tracks on Pembina highway so as to provide -| 
for the construction of a proper and commodious subway under the railway tracks, a — 
work which would require not only a rearrangement of the tracks, but some diversion : 
in the highway itself. Unfortunately, however, from the latest advices received trom — 
Mr. Hunt, no arrangement of any kind has been come to, and the importance of the — 
cut-off to traffic conditions is too great to be allowed to stand any longer. As, how- — 
ever, I understand the municipalities have taken the matter up with the railway com- 
panies, and doubtless would like to adjust it in a manner that would suit conditions to _ 
their own satisfaction, I think that the work west of Pembina highway might stand — 
until the board’s next sitting in Winnipeg, when the parties may again speak to the 
matter if they desire, and if no agreement is come to, an order will be made. The 
rearrangement at Pembina highway and extended railway facilities at that point are 
matters concerned more with permanent adjustment than with the necessities of this 
year’s crop, and were really projected into the case at the rehearing. The original | 
Canadian Northern Railway application merely called for an approval of the plan | 
curving southeasterly along the right of way owned by the Winnipeg Electric Railway , 
Company. 

An order will go allowing the location as originally applied for on the terms men- 
tioned at the hearing, which shortly are: 

(1) A subway to be constructed by the company on the line of Pembina street; 
if the city desires to open the highway and does not at the present time elect that the 
railway company shall build a foot-subway, the subway to be of the full street width of 
66 feet, built according to the plans and specifications to be approved by an engineer 
of the board. 

(2) The company will also install and operate a half-interlocking plant at the 
crossing at Pembina street of the tracks of the Winnipeg Electric Railway Company, 
plans of the interlocker to be approved of by an engineer of the board. 

(3) Gates to be erected and maintained by the Company at the crossing of Jubilee 
avenue. Representations have been made as to danger in the future at this point; the 
traffic at present is light, and does not require grade separation. It should be noted, — 
however, by the parties that, should grade separation become necessary, the railway 
company, under the Act itself, has to be at the whole expense. 
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(4) As a condition of the order, the approval of any spur track into River park 
should be not only subject to the usual terms of the Railway Act, but also to sanction 
by a by-law of the municipality approving of its construction. 

(5) A further condition to be imposed is that the Company makes compensation 
to the owners of the houses and buildings lying between the right of way and Jubilee 
avenue. 


It is unnecessary to add anything to what was formerly said on the question 
of general damages. The owners of the houses now built, however, are in a position 
of special hardship. The houses are built for summer houses; they will immediately 
abut on the railway, and can no longer be used for such purposes. It may well be 
that with the industrial development and great growth of Winnipeg, the real estate 
on Jubilee avenue, as real estate, may become very valuable as a result of the com- 
pany’s operations; but these buildings as constructed can be put to no other use. They 
are destroyed. The approval now given can afford but a partial solution of the ulti- 
mate disposition of the case. The cut-off must be built sooner or later across Pem- 
bina highway, and the Grand Trunk Pacifie allowed to make connection with the 
cut-off line. 

The plan submitted by the Winnipeg North-Eastern Railway Company, dated 
December 31, 1912, seems to show a reasonable solution in rearrangement of tracks, 
diversion of highway, and subway facilities at Pembina highway. The parties will 
understand that the rearrangement must be made at a point somewhere approximat- 
ing the point shown on the plan, as no other cut-off will be permitted in the neigh- 
bourhood, and that the Grand Trunk Pacifie must use the cut-off now authorized. 

The matter of electrification of terminals spoken to at the hearing has as yet 
not been sufficiently advanced to make any direction one way or the other. The matter 
of electrifying the cut-off will have to be dealt with when more detailed information 
ean be obtained, and in conjunction with the rest of the Winnipeg terminals. 

The approval now granted is on the lines of the original plan merely to the east 
side of Pembina street. The board has no request before it for anything more, 
as at the rehearing a plan was produced showing that the Winnipeg and North- 
eastern Railway Company’s right of way had been located to that point, and it was 
represented that the Canadian Northern Railway would use this right of way. As a 
matter of fact, the construction west of this point is also asked by the Winnipeg and 
North-eastern Railway Company instead of by the Canadian Northern. This board 
has no jurisdiction over the former railway, and has no right to approve its plans. 
The order will, therefore, go permitting construction by the Canadian N orthern. 

Since the hearing, owing apparently to the fact that the Winnipeg nad North- 
eastern has taken no actual steps in securing its right of way, a certain part of the 
plan has been set aside by His Honour Judge Robson, Commissioner under the 
Public Utilities Act of the province of Manitoba. I do not think this board should at 
present interfere with the right of way previously approved by the local authority, and 
the plan approved is, therefore, merely carried to the east side of Pembina street, 
which is all—as a matter of fact—the company is asking. 

Jt must, however, be clearly understood that the authority to construct, which 
is now granted, is for the purpose of the cut-off. The work to the east should be 
proceeded with either by the Canadian Northern or the Winnipeg and North-eastern 
Railway Company. The abandonment of this work might mean that with municipal 
consents subsequently obtained, the present work of construction would merely mean 
the creation of another railway yard. The authority to construct now given, there- 
fore, is subject to the condition that the cut-off, as a whole, is constructed. The 
order will contain a provision that, unless the cut-off as a whole, as shown on the 
plan of the portion now approved and the approved plan of the Winnipeg and North- 
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eastern Railway Company, is constructed by the 1st of September next, the sanction 
and approval now given will be cancelled. 


Commissioner McLean concurred. 
April 26, 1913. 


RE ©.P.R. SPURS—CITY OF WINDSOR, ONT. 


Appiicarion of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, as lessees of the Ontario and 
Quebec Railway Company, to construct a spur and four sub-spurs frum a point 
on its right of way on the southerly side of London street between Caron 
avenue and Salter street, in a northerly direction to the southerly boundary of 
Sandwich street, in the city of Windsor, Ontario. > 


Mr. Comarssioner Gooprve: The report of the board’s Inspector Harris seems 
fully to bear out the evidence given before the board at the hearing at Windsor on the 
8th February last in regard to the very heavy traffic passing over London street at 
this point. There has also been placed on file a letter from Robert Timms, dated 
March 5th, pointing out that in the near future a double line of street railway will 
be necessary on this street, and crossing at the point in question. 

In view also of the evidence of the Windsor Board of Trade, the mayor and some 
members of the council, and other prominent citizens who appeared before the board, 


ing this application, and after a visit, accompanied by representatives of the railway 
and of the city, to view a situation which it was pointed out was already owned by 
the railway company, and would give ample facilities for yards and freight shed, and 
all other necessary accommodation, without the dangerous crossing, or the destroy- 
ing of the entrances by means of leading streets to the centre of the city, I am of the 
opinion, notwithstanding the convenience both to the railway company and the 
business men generally the more central location applied for by the railway would be, 
that their application should not be granted. 


Curer Commissioner Drayton and Assistant Cumr Commissioner ScorT con- 
curred. 
May 5, 1918. 


RE C.P.R. SPURS—CITY OF WINDSOR, ONT. § 


The Cuter Commissioner: I have had the opportunity of reading the judgment 
of Mr. Commissioner Goodeve, which refuses the railway company’s application. 

There is no doubt that the yard and freight shed which the company proposes to 
give Windsor is placed at the best point both for business and convenience, and that, 
should a freight yard be established by the Canadian Pacific at the property which it 
owns to the north, the additional distance will add considerably to the cartage costs. 

The yard it proposes is better for the commercial interests of Windsor than that 
proposed by the city. 

On the other hand, it is equally clear that no general movement is especially, 
accommodated by the increased facility. The yard is entirely one for local freight, 
and would be an added facility to those that shippers at Windsor already enjoy. : 

This matter, therefore, has to be considered apart from the general transporta~ 
tion interests of the country. It is a matter for Windsor. a 


Frequently, in such cases, opposition is made by the municipality to str 
crossings; but the business interests of the community, as represented by Boards of 
Trade or the shippers themselves, require the proposed additional facility. 

In this case, not only does the municipality itself strongly object to the crossin 
which is necessary in order to utilize the railway’s property for yard purposes, b 


and made it clearly evident that the citizens almost universally are opposed to grant- | 
; 
? 


: 
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the Board of Trade, representing the shippers and merchants, is equally vehement 
in its objections to the proposal. ; 

It is true that the business of the country at present cannot-_be carried on without 
level crossings. It is also true that Windsor occupies a unique position. There are 
no level crossings in the municipality. The traffic at this point is—while not such as 
to prohibit a level crossing under ordinary cireumstances—nevertheless heavy, and a 
track at this particular point has an added danger and drawback owing to the fact 
that the crossing would occur immediately opposite the approach to the highway 
bridge over the railway’s main line, and would, in any event, require protection by 
gates and watchmen. 

Under the circumstance, I therefore agree with the conclusions arrived at by Mr. 
Commissioner Goodeve. 

Order issued refusing application. 

May 9, 1913. 


RE G.T.R. SPUR TO PREMISES OF J. G. BUTTERWORTH, OTTAWA. 


AppLication of the Grand Trunk Railway Company, under sections 222 and 237, for 
authority to construct branch line and spur therefrom commencing on Chaudiere 
-branch, west of Division Street, Ottawa, extending westerly across Rochester 
Street, at grade, and Mark Street (unopened), into the premises of J. G. Butter- 
worth. 


Oral judement delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close of 
the hearing in Ottawa, May 20, 1913: 


This application is made by the Grand Trunk for the approval of a spur line into 
some property owned by Mr. Butterworth. It involves the approval by the board of 
a branch line under section 222 of the Railway Act, and also the approval of a crossing 
on the level over Rochester street by this spur. 

The property is owned entirely by Mr. Butterworth or the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company. They are not asking to have powers of expropriation against any indi- 
vidual land owner. 

The use which Mr. Butterworth will make of the property is one with which we 
are not concerned. The laws of the province will deal with him if he causes undue 
injury to any person who lives in that locality. 

There is no reason why the application for a spur line should not be granted. As 
far as the crossing of Rochester street is concerned, there are now two tracks over that 
street, the main line and one leading to the Fraserville lumber yard of Mr. Booth. 
This additional track, approval of which is now applied for, will lead only to this coal 
property, and will be used only for slow movements into the coal yard. 

It appears to us that it will be perfectly safe as long as there is a flagman there 
to protect the movements across the highway; that is, to protect people on the highway 
from the cars and engines of the Grand Trunk Railway. 

We are not concerned with what has occurred between the Board of Control or 
the City Council and other parties. Of course, we always like to hear what the muni- 
Cipality has to say when an application for approval of a crossing over a highway is 
before us. In this case, the City Council has apparently decided to leave it to this 
Board. We have hundreds of these applications before us from time to time, and to 
my mind this is not going to be a dangerous crossing, and I do not think it is going 
to be detrimental to the parties in the vicinity. It seems to me that perhaps public 
opinion is unduly inflamed about it, and the best thing that we can do is to settle it at 
once by granting the application. ® 

Mr. McVerity: The conditions will be attached to the order? 
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The Assistant Cuter Commissioner: Yes, the condition will be attached that the 
movements across the highway will have to be flagged. 
Ordered accordingly. 


RE SPUR CONSTRUCTION, RAILWAY CROSSING, AND REVISED LOCATION OF CONNECTING TRACK IN 
THE CITY OF HAMILTON. 


The Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway Company applied for authority to 
construct two spurs in the city of Hamilton, as particularly described in the applica- 
tion: the Hamilton Street Railway Company applied for permission to cross, at rail 
Jevel, the spur track belonging to the Steel Company of Canada on the base line 
between the Broken Front concession and the First concession; and the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company applied, under section 167, for approval of plan showing revised 
location of connecting track from its railway to the line of railway of the Toronto, 
Hamilton and Buffalo Railway Company, in connection with the layout of tracks serv- 
ing the Steel Company. 

These applications were heard at Ottawa, June 4, 1913. 

At the conclusion of the hearing, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott delivered 
the following oral judgment: 

Perhaps I had better lay down one or two principles and then we can hear further 
from you gentlemen after I get through. We realize the advantage, practically the 
necessity to the Steel Company and the International Harvester Company of this addi- 
tional track. If the Steel Company is to have all these tracks in here in its yard, and 
they are to be served, they certainly will, as a matter of economical operation, require 
a second track to feed them. It may be that the switches are not in the right place. 
That is a detail that our engineer will have to decide at a later date. It may be that, 
from the point of view of proper protection, the switches will have to be moved north 
or south. We do not know about that; but we realize that the application should be 
granted. 

The city, with regard to Burlington street (called Gilkinson street), is senior to 
the tracks of the applicants. 

There is an agreement between the Radial and the Steel Company affecting the 
existing track into the Steel Company premises which would govern one of the tracks 
which the Steel Company now desires to lay across the street. That is, it would gov- 
ern one in substitution for the existing track which is to be removed; but with regard 
to the second track, we are of opinion that that agreement does not affect it, and that 
the second track which it is desired to construct would be junior to the Radial Railway. 

The Hamilton Street Railway is junior to everything. 

Now, with those facts ascertained, Mr. Staunton, do you want to take the order, 
or would you rather consider it and let us know later on? 

Mr. Staunton: I would like to ask this: What is the board’s view as to the cost 
of this crossing, if I may ask? : 

The Assistant CHiEF CoMMISSIONER: We do not know. 

Mr. Staunton: It would require only one interlocker for the two. 

Mr. CoLtemMan: Let me ask a question, Mr. Staunton, that may change your 
answer You did not mention the fact the Radial Railway desires, and if necessary 
will apply at once for, permission to put another track across there. 

The AssusTantT CHizF CoMMISSIONER: You will be junior then. 

Mr. Coteman: That alters it somewhat, and that might alter their position. 

The Assistant Curer CoMMissioneR: There is nothing in that agreement affecting 
a second track for you. Therefore, you would be junior with your second track. 

'Mr. Staunton: So they will have to pay for two crossings, anyway. 

The Assistant CHIEF COMMISSIONER: ‘Two crossings over one track. 


Mr. Staunton: They have now to put,in an interlocker if your board so orders. — 


Now, one interlocker will serve the two tracks and we should not pay for that. 
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The Assistant Cuter Commissioner: Unless you would pay for one-quarter of it. 
The crossing of their second track over your second track. 

Mr. Staunton: If the expense to them were increased by our second track, it 
would be equitable that we should pay. 

The Assistant Cuirr Commissioner: The expense of maintenance would probably 
not be increased. 

Mr. Staunton: Nor the expense of installation. 

The Assistant Corer CoMMISSIONER: The cost of the diamond. 

Mr. Coteman: A double track interlocker, of course, would be more expensive. 

The Assistant Cuier Commissioner: There are the diamonds and derails. There 
is some extra cost but not much. 

Mr. Sraunton: Under your ruling, whatever extra expense they were put to we 
might have to divide with them if the two were in there. 

ComMMIssionER McLzan: There would be the crossing of your second track over 

‘their first track. 

Mr. Staunton: And they would have the crossing of their second track over our 
track so that they get back where they were. They would pay for the installation just 
the same under their bargain with us. I think that would be the net result. 

Mr. Coteman: We will leave that adjustment to the board entirely. 

The Assistant Onier Commissioner: Our engineer says that he is not sufficiently 
familiar with the layout to say what he would recommend with regard to the character 
of the interlocker. It certainly looks as if there should be an interlocker device of 
some kind there; either a half or whole interlocker. We cannot tell you now what 
our views would be, because we have to be fortified with the advice of our engineer. 

Mr. Staunton: Do you mean as to cost? 

The Assistant Cnier Commissioner: As to character. 

Mr. Staunton: You will put in an interlocker which will serve the public pro- 
perly; but as a matter of fact the only interest we have is the question of the cost of 
that interlocker. 

The Assistant Curer Commissioner: Do you want to lay your double track at 
once, Mr. Coleman? 

Mr. Coteman: Yes, we are at work on it now. 

The Assistant Curer Commissioner: Then, following this out in a mathematical 


way. 

Mr. Coteman: You mean on the Radial? 

The Asssistant Cuter Commissioner: Yes. 

Mr. Coteman: Yes, it is safer to lay that track at once. 

The Assistant CHIEF ComMIssIoNER: I should think it would be 75 per cent Radial 
and 25 per cent steel, when they get their double track down, for the protection. I do 
not mean the maintenance (the man who is to operate it), but the actual cost. There 
are four things to be done—four diamonds to be put in, and there are derails to be put 
in, and so on. Now, anything that has to be done with regard to your second track 
over there, first, extra and above the cost of the other, will be on your 

Mr. Staunton: Would be on us under your ruling. 

The Assistant Commissioner: Yes. The rest would be on the Radial. 

Mr. Sraunton: That is, they would have to bear all the expense that they carry as 
junior, and we would have to bear all the expense which we carry as junior. 

The Assistant Cuter Commissioner: That is right. 

Mr. Sraunton: That would not mean 75 per cent? 

The Assistant Curr Commissioner: Not of the total cost. The maintenance 
might not be any greater, but the actual cost of the diamond and the actual cost of the 
derails would be paid by you. 

Mr. Staunton: I would suggest that they have the installation, and that the board 
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should say how much we shall pay in money, and not leave it to be worked out. Then, 
when they state how much it is, there will be so much money. 

The ASsIstantT CHIEF CoMMISSIONER: We generally lay down the principle and see 
if the parties cannot agree on the accounting. If not, our engineer will decide it. We 
have laid the principle down now, and we will decide the exact amount if you do not 
agree. If necesary, the board will decide the exact contribution to the protection. 

Mr. Staunton: That does not involve, then, the cost of operating that machine 
when it is in? It is the installation? 

The Assistant Cuter CoMMISSIONER: Unless it would be one-quarter of the man’s 
salary. 

Mr. CoteMan: That will be very slight, because J am assuming, and J think I will 
be right in the event, that your engineer will decide that it is the easiest and simplest 
thing to have a watchman there who will handle the three roads; a man in a tower to 
do the whole business, so that there will be very little expense on the senior. 

The Assistant Cuter Commissioner: Yes, I do not think it will affect their divi- — 
dends a bit. ; 

Mr. LatHam: Will Mr. Mountain make an inspection of the ground ? 

The AssisTANT CHIEF COMMISSIONER: Yes. 

Mr. Coteman: What about our application here? 

The Assistant Cuter Commissioner: You had better make a formal application. _ 

Mr. Staunton: Of course this applies to the Grand Trunk and the Toronto, Ham- — 
ilton and Buffalo ? 

The Assistant Corer Commissioner: As I understand it they are the same thing — 
here. : 

Mr. Staunton: Yes, it is practically the same thing; but the order will be for 
each railway, so that they will get it. It will be a joint order, Mr. Cahill suggests, for 
the Grand Trunk and the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo. I presume there is no ~ 
objection to No. 5, which is the application of the Grand Trunk to connect with the 
tracks of the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo, south-west of the street crossing, on 
the lands of the Steel Company. 

That is granted with the others. ‘ 

We want to make it clear as to Mr. Waddell’s point, that this is not the granting — 
of two new tracks but the moving of one track and the granting of a new one, so that — 
whatever provision or contribution out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund might 
have been made on the old track can still be made as regards one of the new ones, ~ 
because it is an old one moved easterly. : 

Ordered accordingly. 


TT. | - ._ 


Re CARROLL BROS. SIDING AGREEMENT WITH G.T.R. AT SHERKSTON, ONT., AND TUNNEL FOR 
EMPIRE LIMESTONE COMPANY, TOWNSHIP HUMBERSTONE, ONT. 


APPLICATION of Carroll Bros., Buffalo, N.Y., for an Order settling the terms of agree- 
ment of January 4, 1913, between the Grand Trunk Railway and Carroll Bros., 
respecting the laying and maintenance of a siding connection with the Grand 
Trunk Railway at Sherkston, Ont. : 


APPLICATION of the Empire Limestone Company, Limited, for authority to construct a 
tunnel under the right of way belonging to Carroll Bros., on Lot 5, Con. 1, 
Tp. of Humberstone, Ont. : 


Mr. Commissioner McLean: ‘ 


The first of these applications was spoken to at Hamilton on April 28. It being 
represented that the matter was under negotiation and that the parties would be able 

to come to some arrangement, the matter was struck off the list, to be reinstated on 
request and on notice. The second of these applications was also spoken to at the 
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‘same hearing, and it was arranged that the matter was to be further developed by 
written submissions. These submissions are now before the board, and the matter is 
ripe. 

By the board’s order No. 18186 of December 2, 1912, and on the application of 
Carroll Bros., the Grand Trunk Railway was directed to construct a certain siding. 
The order in question, in so far as it is germane to the present application, is con- 
cerned with the fact that the siding in question was to begin at a point, shown on the 
plan as “ B” on the existing siding on the road allowance between lots 4 and 5, in the 
township of Humberstone in the county of Welland, there being a siding connection 
from the said point “B” to Sherkston, on the Buffalo and Goderich Division of the 
Grand Trunk Railway. The traffic of Carroll Bros. to and from the siding directed 
by the foregoing order has thus to move from the point “B” to the point of connec- 
tion with the Grand Trunk Railway over a siding which is being used for the move- 
ment of traffic of the Empire Limestone Company. 

It is unnecessary to enter into the detailed record of the relations between the 
Empire Limestone Company, hereinafter spoken of as “The Empire Company,” 
and Carroll Bros. It is sufficient to state that at one time portions of the property 
now owned and operated by the Empire Company belonged to Carroll Bros. It is 
alleged that as a result of the sale by Carroll Bros., the siding, from the POMC tt os 
to the connection with the Buffalo and Goderich division, passed with the other 
properties. 

Application is made by the Empire Company, for an order directing Carroll Bros. 
to pay a switching charge of at least $2 per car on each of its cars over the siding from 
the point “B” to the connection with the Buffalo and Goderich division. 

While it is contended by the Empire Company that the siding in question was 
included in the property purchased by the Empire Company, it does not seem to me 
to be necessary to enter into this matter; and the question may be raised as to 
whether the board is the proper tribunal to decide what passed in return for the pay- 
ment of the purchase money. 

When the property was in the possession of Carroll Bros., a siding agreement 
was entered into on April 1, 1897, between them and the Grand Trunk Railway, 
which is shown by the blue print on file attached to the copy of the agreement to deal 
with a siding from Sherkston to a point “B,” said siding being located for the 
greater part of its length on the public road between lots 4 and 5. It appears that the 
location of this siding on this public road has been sanctioned by the township. 

It is specifically set out that the material of the siding between points “A” and 
“B” was the property of the Grand Trunk Railway. The siding agreement was to 
run for a period of five years, and an annual rental was to be paid by Carroll Bros., 
in respect of the iron and steel furnished by the railway company. Clause 12 pro- 
vides :— 


“The company (that is the railway) shall have the power to authorize the 
use of the portion of the siding coloured blue between the points lettered “A” 
and ‘“fB’ on said plan, by any other trader, such trader paying to the con- 
tractor (that is Carroll Bros.), a reasonable compensation for such use, the 
amount to be settled in case of differences or dispute by the general manager 
of the company, whose decision shall be final.” 


On the 10th April, 1906, the township of Humberstone passed by-law No. 384. 
This dealt with certain rearrangements of the existing highway between lots 4 and 5, 
with a view to permitting the operations of the Empire Company to be more efficiently 
carried on. The Empire Company obtained from the township the closing of certain 
portions of the road between lots 4 and 5, and deeded to it in return for this a new 

-road. In the second recital of this by-law, it is stated that Carroll Bros. had acquired 
by a by-law of the township of Humberstone the right to lay railway tracks on the 


ie 
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road allowance between lots Nos. 4 and 5; and in the 8th recital it is set out that the 
Empire Company had agreed :— 

“Tn order to save the necessity of the multiplicity of railway tracks on 
the highway, that Carroll Bros. shall have the right to the use of the railway 
tracks that run north from the north end of said new road, along the highway, 
to the right of way of the Buffalo and Goderich Division of the Grand Trunk 
Railway, provided that this privilege does not interfere with the company’s 
business.” 


On the ist of June, 1909, a siding agreement was entered into between the 
Empire Company and the Grand Trunk. In the blue print attached to the agree- 
ment it is shown that between Sherkston and a point marked “ X” which is located 
near the north end of the new road already referred to, there are located on the road 
between lots 4 and 5 tracks shown in red on the blue print, these tracks being noted 
thereon as being owned by the Grand Trunk Railway Company. ‘The tracks so noted 
extend to the north to the connection at Sherkston. 

By clause 12 of the agreement, it is provided: 


“The company (that is the railway) shall have the power to authorize 
the use of that portion of the siding coloured red on the said plan by any other 
trader, when that can be done without interfering with the proper handling of 
the business of the contractors (that is the Empire Company).” 


The situation then appears to be that, under the by-law of the municipality. 
permission was given to Carroll Bros. to lay tracks on the road between lots 4 and 5. 
It is set out in the recital already referred to that the Empire Company had agreed 
to grant Carroll Bros. the use of the railway tracks running north from the north 
end of the new road the right of way of the Buffalo and Goderich Division, this 
being subject to the condition already referred to. It further appears by the agree- 
ment of June 1, 1909, that the whole of the material in the sidings coloured red on the 
blue print already referred to, said sidings extending southerly from the point of con- 
nection with the Buffalo and Goderich Division to the point marked “ X ” is the pro- 
perty of the Railway Company. 

Under both siding agreements, the railway company had the right to route traffic 
of any other trader over the siding on the road between lots 4 and 5. Under the 
agreement of April 1, 1897, the right of the railway company was absolute, subject 
to the payment of a reasonable compensation. In the agreement of 1909, the condi- 
tion differs, in that while no provision is made for compensation to the Empire Com- 
pany, the use of the siding by any other trader is to be carried on so as not to 
interfere with the proper handling of the business of the contractor. 

The rights, if any, of the Empire Company to compensation when this portion 
of the siding is used by any trader, depend upon the specific wording of the agreement 
entered into between this company and the railway company. No such provision 
for compensation is contained in the agreement; and I am, therefore, of opinion that 
the board is not warranted in giving a direction for compensation. Under the agree- 
ment, the railway has the power to authorize the use of the siding by any other trader, 
and the obligation is on the railway company to see that this is done without interfer- 
ing with the proper handling of the business of the Empire Company. It has not 
been shown that there has been any interference with the business of the Empire 
Company, and until this is shown there is no justification for the intervention of the 
Board. 

The application, therefore, should be dismissed. 

July 30, 1913. 


Tue Curer CoMMISSIONER: 


As pointed out by Commissioner McLean in his judgment, the Empire Company | 
have accepted benefits under a by-law reciting that the company have agreed to allow 
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Carroll Bros. to use the tracks in question in lieu of another track that firm appear- 
ently had the right to construct. 

The Empire Company further enter into another agreement, covering the siding, 
without providing for compensation by others using the switch, as the former agree- 
ment did. Under these circumstances, I agree in the result of Commissioner 
MclLean’s judgment. ; 

July 31, 1913. 


Re G. N. R. SWITCH AND TRACK ON GAZETTED ROAD, CRESCENT, B.C. 


Re Complaint Surrey Municipality against Great Northern Ry. Co., as to placing of 
switch and track on gazetted road at Crescent, B.C. 


The Cuier CoMMISSIONER: 

A complaint was made at the last sitting of the Board at Vancouver on May 20, 
1918, by the municipality of Surrey against the Great Northern Railway Company 

_as to the placing of a switch and track on the gazetted road at Crescent, B.C. 

At the hearing, it appeared that a switch and service track were placed on a public 
highway without notice or consent. It also appeared that the work of construction 
had not been authorized by any order of the board. 

The matter stood to allow the railway company, which had had but short notice, 
to make its explanation as to why the construction was made without the appropriate 
order; and Mr. MacNeill, the solicitor for the railway company wrote, on the 23rd of 
May, stating that, at the conclusion of the session in Vancouver, he sent a letter out 
to the different departments which could have had anything to do with the matter 
requesting an explanation of the whole circumstances; and that he had not as yet 
received a complete report. The letter goes on to say that: “The work of diverting 
the road was all done by the mill company. The work of putting in the switch was 
done by the roadmaster of the railway company on the assumption that the munici- 
pality had assented to the change of the road. The Operating Department apparently 
had overlooked the necessity of obtaining the approval of the board to the change in 
the position of the spur line.” 

Mr. MacNeill’s letter further goes on to point out that the highway is junior to 
the railway, and that, some years after the railway construction and in the year 1909, 
the highway was gazetted; and that no application, so far as he is aware, was ever 
made for the construction of the highway over the railway, and that it still was an 
unauthorized construction. 

The railway construction, however, is entirely irregular and unlawful, and was 
unlawful in the first instance as is its use to-day. The duty of the railway company 
to obtain the enabling order of the board is plain; and so far as the railway company 
is concerned, the proper direction probably would be that the track should be torn up. 

On the 9th instant, Mr. MacNeill was written to for information as to when his 
report, referred to in his letter of May 23, would be ready, but no answer has been 
received. The position seems to be one that it would be impossible for any counsel to 
better. 

The municipality, however, has since written stating as follows: 

“We wish to go on record that it is not our desire to in any way hamper 
industries locating in this municipality, but rather to do all in our power that 
is within reason to foster same; but we do not desire to have railway corpora- 
tions or anyone else making changes in our highways without the consent of the 
municipality as was done in this case, and we do not wish to do anything to 
inconvenience this mill company in handling their products; but would demand 
that the railway company move their frog and switch a sufficient distance to the 
south so that there will be a clear passage over the gazetted highway, as explained 
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in our correspondence with the Great Northern Railway Company, of which 
you have copies.” 


The municipality’s position is reasonable and should be given effect to. 

Had the matter been brought to the attention of the board in the first instance the _ 
frog and switch would never have been assented to on the line of the travelled highway. — 

It is quite easy for the frog to be moved off the highway to the south, as the muni- 
cipality requires. a 

In my view, the railway should be required to remove the present frog and switch, 
and authority should be given to it to construct a new one at a point on its right-of-way 
leading from thence over the highway to the mill. The company to file proper plans 
with the board showing the new layout when the formal order can go approving of the / 
work. 

The railway company is also to place the highway in a proper condition for traffic 
where disarranged by the removal of the switch and frog. The whole work to be done ~ 
by the railway company at its own expense, and unless finished within sixty days, the 
present construction should be treated—as it is in fact—as plainly illegal, a nuisance 
on the public highway and be torn up. 

Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 

Order, in accordance with the judgment, issued. 

July 22, 19138. 


. 


The Cuter CoMMISSIONER: 


This is an application made by the Greenfield Conduit Company, Limited, for an 
order under section 226 of the Railway Act, directing the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany to build a spur line (an extension of the existing spur line) on the lane in rear of 
the premises of the said Greenfield Conduit Company, Limited, situated on Broadview 
avenue, Toronto, Ont. 

The application is supported on the ground that the applicants are entitled, under 
their conveyances, to have this spur constructed on the lane; and on the further ground 
that the spur is necessary for the proper enjoyment of the premises. 

The application is not opposed, but on the other hand supported by other property 
owners, with the exception of Mr. Hetherington, for whom Mr. Armour appeared at 
the hearing in Toronto on the 6th February, 1913. 

At the hearing, the board was of the view that the order should be made; but on 
leave reserved, written arguments have been filed by both parties and a subsequent — 
view of the premises necessitated. : 

The necessity for the view of the premises arises by reason of the claim made by 
Mr. Armour that, under his instructions, his client’s property had no other access, and — 
would be ruined if the spur was built, a view of the locus being since held at which 
the board’s engineer was present, but without notice to the parties and in the absence — 
of both of them. j 

The district in question is an industrial one. The whole block of property from — 
Broadview to the Don Improvement Road was formerly owned by the Erie Realty 
Company, Limited, and an application was made by that company and by the Conboy 
Company and Gowans, Kent & Co.—purchasers of portions of the block from the Erie F 
Realty Company—to the board, under date of September 18, 1905, for an order direct- 
ing the Grand Trunk Railway Company to construct and operate a spur line with all 
necessary sidings into different properties named in the application, and forming part 
of the original holdings of the realty company. 

Two plans were filed with the application—the one plan showing the construction 


as it now exists and the other plan showing the spur line continued northerly to the end 
of the land hereinafter mentioned. 


. 
RE GREENFIELD CO.’S SPUR, TORONTO. | 
i 
; 
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This application for a spur was granted, and an order made by the board, the 
order of the board being dated, April 17, 1906. 

There is no question as to the character of the property or the advisability of con- 
struction of railway spurs for the enjoyment of the different subdivisions as established 
by the action of Mr. Hetherington’s predecessors in title, apart from the uses to which 
the property is to-day put. 

The block originally owned by the Erie Realty Company is intersected by a lane 
running north and south having a width of 26 feet. Apparently, the first mention of 
the lane occurs in an agreement for sale under which the Erie Realty Company agreed 
to sell to Gowans, Kent & Oo., in which, after agreeing to convey certain lands, the 
vendors “agree and undertake that they will have a roadway or street opened to and 
along the east side of said lands and connecting at one end with either the Don 
Improvement Road, Eastern Avenue or Broadview Avenue, and having such connec- 
tion at the other end by lane of sufficient width with some roadway or street as will 
enable wagons, ete., to pass over and along said new roadway or street without turning 
such new roadway or street to be so opened as to give to the purchasers ready access to 
the rear of the property being purchased by them by the first day of October, 1906— 
such new roadway or street is to be at least twenty-six feet (26 feet) wide, and is to be 
laid out on the property now owned by the vendors, and said railway switch is to be on 
the said new roadway or street.” 

The railway switch referred to is a switch which the vendors agreed before the 
board’s order of April, 1906, to have put in along the east side of the lands purchased 
by Gowans, Kent & Company. 

The conveyance made by the Erie Realty Company under the agreement contains 
no reference to the lane or to the rights on the railway spur. 

A subsequent instrument, dated May 27, 1907, recites that the Erie Realty Com- 
pany has since sold and conveyed other lands to the east of Gowans, Kent & Co.’s pro- 
perty, excepting and reserving, however, a strip 26 feet in width for the roadway men- 
tioned in the agreement, and reserving a right of way over another strip 14 feet wide 
for the lane also mentioned in the agreement. ‘This conveyance goes on to grant a 
right of way over the roadway and lane, but so far as the 26-foot strip 1s concerned 
subject to a railway switch being constructed, laid, and used thereon. 

The deed from the Erie Realty Company to Frankel, of March 1, 1906, and which 
conveyed the lands east of the 26-foot reservation, contains the following provision as 
to the reservation and railway siding :— 


“Together with the use for all proper purposes of the railway siding con- 
structed or to be constructed upon and along the said lane to the west of the 
lands herein described. Together with a right of way to the grantees and their 
assigns for all purposes in, over and along the said land and railway siding to 
the west of the lands herein described; subject also to the encroachment of said 
lane and railway siding upon the above described lands where the same may be 
found necessary for the proper location and construction of said railway siding.” 


Frankel then conveyed the property to the north of that owned by the Greenfield 
Conduit Company, and marked Riverdale Roller Rink on the plan, on the 26th July, 
1906, continuing to his grantee the rights he received under the paragraph above set 
out. 

The conveyance from the Erie Realty Company to Conboy—one of the original 
applicants for the siding—of date June 30, 1908, refers to an original agreement 
between the parties, and recites that, under that agreement, the parties “should join 
im an applicaton to the Board of Railway Commissioners for an order for the con- 
struction by the Grand Trunk Railway of a railway siding to tha east of the said 
lands, which said railway siding was to be used by the said Conboy and the Erie 
Realty Company, Limited, or any other persons, firms, or corporations who should 


~ 
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purchase the adjoining lands from the said Erie Realty Company, Limited.” The 
lands Conboy purchased extend to the end of the 26-foot strip. 

Tt seems to be clear that the parties contemplated a railway switch running the 
full length of the 26-foot reservation and to the 14-foot land. The switch as actually 
constructed does not lie in the lane at all to the east of Conboy’s property, but is curved 
into Conboy’s property at its southeast angle. Conboy’s rights in the 26-foot strip are 
defined under this conveyance as follows :— 

“A right of way for use in connection with and for the purposes of the 
said lands mentioned in No. 19451 P for all purposes for which a roadway or 


land may be used in common with all others entitled from time to time to the ~ 


use thereof, but subject as to the said strip of land twenty-six feet wide to a 
railway switch being constructed, laid, and used thereon, on, over and along, 


ete.” 


Conboy’s parcel, as shown by the plan, runs from the 26-foot strip over to the Don 
Improvement road; and on the 21st September, 1908, he conveyed the easterly portion 
of it, which fronts on the 26-foot reservation, to William Laking, John T. Laking, and 
W. J. Hetherington, the result being that, so far as this property is concerned, its only 
access by the 26-foot strip either from Eastern Avenue on the south or through the 
14-foot lane running from Broadview avenue to the east. The actual use, however, 
of the property is as a lumber yard, in conjunction with property facing on Queen 
street, the whole being used as one lumber yard. 

Conboy reserved his right to use the present railway siding. 

The provision in the conveyance as to the 26 foot strip is as follows :— 

“Together with a right of way (for use in connection with and for the 
purposes of the hereinbefore described lands) for all purposes for which a 
roadway or lane may be used in common with all others entitled from time to 
time to the use thereof, but subject as to the said strip of land twenty-six 
feet wide to a railway switch being constructed, laid, and used thereon, on, 
over, and along, etc.” 

It is to be observed that at this time the railway switch authorized had been 
built and completed, and was in actual use by Conboy, the construction authorized 
by the board’s order having been completed in 1906. 

The applicants’ title to their property is derived under a grant from Frankel, and 
their rights—whatever they may be—are similar to his. 

The result is quite clear that the 26 foot right of way has been effectually 
reserved running from Eastern avenue to the northerly limit of the Erie Realty Com- 
pany’s premises, where it is joined by the 14-foot lane; that all the different owners 
whose properties abut have the right of way over it and over the 14foot lane; and 
that this right of way is at least subjecct to the existing switch. 


Mr. Armour contends that, under the agreement between the Erie Realty Com- 


pany and Gowans, Kent, and Company, the 26-foot strip on which the switch could 


be built only extended, according to the description, from Eastern avenue north to 


an iron bar in the Conboy parcel, 537 feet 9 inches from Eastern avenue, pointing 
out in his written submission that the distance from Eastern avenue to the north 
limit of the 14-foot lane is 799 feet; and that if the deed means that a grant was 
made to construct the switch, then the right is to construct a switch only to the point 
537 feet 9 inches from Eastern avenue; and that, if it is a reservation and not a grant, 
then for a similar switch. 


I do not so read the description. It seems to me to be clear that the lane, which © 


is on a radius so as to allow for the necessary curve of the spur, is properly described 


by proceeding northerly on a curve to the right to a point distant 287 feet 1 inch, — 
from Broadview avenue, and also distant 260 feet northerly from Eastern avenue. 
Having ascertained this point, the description proceeds not from Eastern avenue but — 
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from the defined point, 587 feet 9 inches. This is made the more clear by the descrip- 
tion going on to state that the iron bar referred to marks the northeasterly angle of 
the lands conveyed to D. Conboy. It would appear, therefore, that the parties con- 
templated at least the possibility of an.extension of the switch the full length of the 
26 foot reservation, as contended by Mr. Hunter. 

On viewing the property last week, I find that the premises sold by Conboy to 
Laking and Hetherington are occupied by the Riverdale Lumber Company. That 
company, apparently, has siding accommodation from Conboy’s switch. It teams, in 
part, over the 26-foot strip, which it was using in the same manner that a lane in its 
own yard would be used; that is, wagons loaded with lumber, or unloaded, were left 
standing on it with or without horses; the company’s lumber piles in some instances 
also encroach over the 26 foot strip in one case to the extent of 6 feet. 

The building of the spur will undoubtedly contract the space available to the 
lumber company for these purposes. 

My view of the premises merely strengthens my first impression of the case, which 
was that it is proper for a spur to be built and that the order should go. 

Mr. Armour also raises the question of title in the 26-foot strip entirely over and 
above the question of damages and the advisability of the construction of the spur. 

In July, 1912, the Erie Realty Company conveyed the 26-foot strip and the 14-foot 
lane to Conboy, subject to the existing rights and privileges of Gowans, Kent, and 
Company, and other parties; and on the 20th of J uly, Conboy conveyed both lanes to 
Mr. Armour’s client Hetherington. 

The contention on this point is that no grant whatever of any right to construct 
is given by the Erie Company to any of its grantees; but that the Erie Company 
merely reserved the right to construct, granting the right of user if the switch was 
constructed, as well as contending, in any event, that the switch in no instance was to 
extend more than 537 feet 9 inches from Eastern avenue. 

Under this contention, Hetherington, the present owner of the fee, alone has the 
right to build the switch,—a privilege which he may exercise, but not an obligation 
which can be enforced against him. 

In arriving at the question whether the construction should or should not be made, 
I have come to the conclusion that the original intention was that the whole 26-foot 
strip might be used for railway switching purposes. Having gone that far, I do not 
think it proper to pursue the subject farther. It muy be that the applicants are 
entitled to implement their casement as in Senhouse vs. Christian C787), ARE. Rob 60: 
LR.R. 300, or that the right to construct the switch may be looked on as a secondary 
casement; but, in my view, this question is one for the regular courts to decide. 

The construction of the switch being authorized, the work can proceed, unless that 
work means construction on lands of others, when. construction can be restrained by 
order of the provincial courts until proper expropriation proceedings authorized by an 
appropriate order of the board are instituted. This board, at any rate, under the cir- 
cumstances of this case, is not the proper forum to determine questions of title. 

Order issued directing the railway company to construct, for and on behalf of the 
applicant and such other owner or owners of industries or business abutting on the 
lane, and who may be desirous of obtaining railway facilities in connection therewith, 
a siding to connect with its existing siding, and extending northerly therefrom as 
shown on the plan; the siding to be constructed on the easterly side of the lane. 

July 23, 1913. 


~ RE G.T.R. SPUR AND BROWN. 


The Curr CommMIssIoNER: 


This is an application made by the Grand Trunk Railway Company to the board 
for an order authorizing it to construct, maintain and operate a branch line or siding 


tee 
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as described in the application under the provisions of section 222 of the Act. Mr. 
Wegenast appears for Mr. Brown who is shown to be the owner of lot No. 89 on the 
plan. This spur, which of course is an industrial spur, Mr. Wegenast submits on behalf 
of Mr| Brown, is being constructed under an arrangement made between the Toronto 
Structural Steel Company and the Roman Stone Company with the Railway Company 
so as to obtain land belonging to Mr. Brown not really necessary for the construction 
of the siding, and in any event a larger amount of land than necessary. The spur is a 
proper one to be constructed and the purposes to be served by it are of the nature that 
spurs of its character are by the Railway Act required to serve. 


The municipality of Weston is in favour of and supports the application. The — 


board’s engineer reports that the least amount of ground possible is taken from Mr. 
Brown, and that the line is a proper one and should not be altered. There can be no 
reason why it should be altered except that some other property owner should be incon- 


venienced instead of Mr. Brown. This is not sufficient to justify any change and in — 


my view the order should go. 
Mr. Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 
July 29, 1913. 


RE PROPER RAILWAY CONNECTION WITH GOVERNMENT ELEVATOR, PORT ARTHUR. 


The Cuirr CoMMISSIONER: 


This is an application made by the Grain Commissioners for proper railway con- 
nection with the Government elevator constructed on part of section 52, Port Arthur. 


The case came on for hearing at a meeting of the board held in Fort William on June — 
4, when it was shown that the elevator site was purchased by the Grain Commissioners — 


for the Canadian Northern Railway Company; that the purchase was made for the 
purpose of elevator construction to the knowledge of the railway company; that dur- 
ing the treaty for purchase, the matter of railway connection was brought up by the 


ap 


Grain Commissioners, who, knowing that the adjacent property was all owned by Mac-_ 


kenzie and Mann Company, or by the Canadian Northern, thought there might be diffi- 
culties in getting railway connections with other railways on an equal basis. 


Mr. Sloan, Secretary of the Canadian Northern Railway Company, communicated 


with Commissioner Staples of the Grain Board as follows :— 
“ Wired you to-day as follows: So far as our company is concerned we are 


desirous of making all requisite facilities for your board to meet every contin-— 
gency of traffic. With respect to the other railways will use best efforts to agree 


to their requirements, the Board of Railway Commissioners being empowered 
to adjust in the event of failure to agree. 

° This is to clear any difficulty you might have in connection with the mat- 
ter and states our case very clearly. I am sure the fact that you can fall back 
on the Railway Board if the companies cannot agree should be ample protection 
to the Grain Commissioners who are representatives of the people. I hope this. 


will solve the difficulty and that you will proceed to have the matter adjusted as 


soon as possible.” 


Acting on this assurance the Board of Grain Commissioners purchased the pro- 
perty and contracted for the construction of their elevator which is expected to be 
finished in time to assist in handling this year’s crop. ; 

It now appears that the Canadian Northern are desirous of extending their 
facilities in Port Arthur and in Fort William, and for this purpose they desire to use 
a large stretch of vacant land lying to the north of the elevator, and between it and 
the railway tracks for yard purposes. The construction of a yard at this point makes 
it very difficult to get access for the other lines to the government elevator. I have 
no doubt as to the good faith of the railway. Additions to their yard and facilities are. 
required, and the difficulty that now arises is undoubtedly due to the fact that M 
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Sloan was not sufficiently in touch with the operating necessities of the railway in 
the west. While this is so, it is equally clear that the Grain Commissioners should 
not be prejudiced by Mr. Sloan’s neglect to inform himself of conditions. The pur- 
pose of the elevator would fail altogether if proper railway connection is not afforded. 

No plan was presented us at the sittings showing how the matter could be best 
worked out, but Mr. McLeod, general manager of the railway, submitted a plan show- 
ing the proposed new yard. This plan and the situation generally, has since received 
the careful consideration of the board’s chief engineer, who has prepared a plan and 
made his report on possible solutions of the question. 

The first recommendation made by Mr. Mountain calls for the construction of a 
track from the Canadian Pacific railway line at point “A,” on the plan, thence 
running in a southerly direction to “B” where it connects with the Oanadian 
Northern tracks, shown in yellow, being the projected industrial spur of that railway 
company. Connection can be made with the government elevator by the construction 
of a track from point “OC” to point “D,” the point “D” being on the present 
spur line running from the Canadian Northern tracks to the elevator. This calls for 
a movement of about one and a half miles from the C. P. R. line to the elevator, 
involving the construction of a track almost all of that length. An alternate line is 
also suggested by the engineer running from point “E”’ on the OC. P. R. line, thence 
in an easterly direction to point “F” on the QC. N. R. property and south of the 
projecting new yard, running thence in a southerly direction to point “G” on the 
existing spur line of the government elevator. This proposal would only eall for the 
construction of about one mile of track, and would necessitate an interlocker. 

Of course if the Canadian Northern construction, which the parties had before 
them when considering access to the elevator, was to be maintained, the proper place 
to make the connection is from the point marked “HH” on the plan, on the Canadian 
Pacific line, running thence in an easterly and southerly direction to the switch of 
the Canadian Northern controlling the existing spur to the government elevator. 
This calls for the construction merely of 600 feet of track. 

The Canadian Pacific Railway Company in their reply object to the first line 
suggested, but have no objections either to connections being made on their lines at 
points “E” or “H.” * One of the grounds of its objection is that the route from point 
“A” is entirely impracticable, and that it would affect its stock yards. No answer 
has been filed by the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company, but that company can 
get access to the elevator over whatever connection is made for the purpose of the 
traffic borne by the Canadian Pacific. 

Mr. Hanna, on behalf of the Canadian Northern Railway Company, telegraphs as 
follows: “Your message twenty-fourth to Temple regarding access by Canadian 
Pacific to Government elevator at Port Arthur. Construction of either spurs suggested 
by Mr. Mountain would seriously interfere with our projected plans regarding develop- 
ment yards and industrial trade Port Arthur. As evidence of our desire help out 
situation and until our plans are fully matured this Company will agree to handle 
Canadian Pacific business at nominal charge per car in excess actual cost between 
transfer tracks and elevator. Trust this will be satisfactory to board.’ 

It is a matter of uncertainty as to when the new yards of the Canadian Northern 
will be constructed. No application for approval of their construction has yet been 
filed with the Board. It is a matter of certainty that immediate connection is required 
with the Government elevator. At the present time, and in view of representations 
made by the Canadian Northern Railway Company, it would probably be unfair to 
make any Order which would contract for all time the use of its property. That Com- 
pany should have further opportunity to develop plans giving proper access from all 
railways to the Government elevator without undue interference with its own develop- 
ment. In the meantime the elevator must have railway facilities. 


20ce—12 
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Under the circumstances, I think that the construction from point “H” on the 
Canandian Pacific tracks to the switch of the existing spur to the Government elevator 
should be ordered. This work must be done by the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany and finished within thirty days. The cost of the work will be paid by the Grain 
Commissioners as part of their facilities in connection with the elevator. The esti- 
mate of cost made by our engineer will not exceed $1,000. It may be less. The rails, 
as the Grain Commissioners pay for the construction, will if taken up revert to the 
Grain Commisson, and the value of the rails when taken up should be worth at least 
50 per cent of the cost. The spur track belonging to the Canadian Northern now 
running to the Government Grain elevator and with which connection with the GF ie oe 
tracks is now made, must be maintained by the Canadian Northern Railway Company 
not only for the transport of grain carried on its lines to the elevator, but also grain 
carried either on the lines of the Canadian Pacific or Grand Trunk Pacific Railways, 
and offered for transport over the construction now directed. This maintenance must 
continue until such time as other proper and sufficient facilities are arranged and pro- 
vided by the Canadian Northern for the Government elevator to the satisfaction of 
the Board. 

Commissioner. Goodeve concurred. 

July 29, 1913. 


GOVERNMENT ELEVATOR AT FORT WILLIAM. 


The Cuter CoMMISSIONER: ; 


When absent on the recent Western Ontario Circuit of the board, a telegram was 
received by me from Dr. Magill, Chairman of the Grain Commission as follows :— 


“Qanadian Northern has prohibited Canadian Pacific using tracks into 


a a a 


elevator. No reason assigned. Elevator ready to handle grain. Please wire © 


instructions.” 


On arriving at Toronto last Monday, Mr. Temple, who was then present at the 


Toronto sitting representing the Canadian Northern Railway Company, was advised — 


that his company must answer, the following morning, the complaint made. On the 
following morning Mr. Phippen appeared and the matter was discussed. An oral 


direction was then given that the Canadian Northern should permit the passage of — 


Canadian Pacifie trains over the track leading to the government elevator for the 


period of two weeks, within which time it was thought that a solution of the matter 
might be found. To-day the board is in receipt of a telegram from Mr. Birkett, 


Secretary of the Commission, as follows: 


“Canadian Northern objects and obstructs Canadian Pacific putting cars 
into government elevator. Wired you last Saturday but have had no reply. 
Please advise.” 


From this it would appear that no notice has been taken by the Canadian 
Northern of the intimation made in Toronto last Tuesday; and it therefore becomes 
necessary to issue a formal order in connection with the matter. 

The board did not have the file before it in Toronto, and was not in a position 
to deal finally with the matter. 

This whole question is in a mess. The real difficulty can be traced back to the 
fact that the Grain Commission relied on the representations of the Canadian 
Northern, as set out in the previous Judgment, that access could be had to the elevator 
for all railways; and then, after having done this, and the elevator is well under 
construction, the company prepared plans for freight yards, which, if adopted, would 


effectually prevent the government elevator having an independent spur, or tracks of — 


other companies running to it. 
The original order was merely a temporary order. 
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The original order directs that the spur track belonging to the Canadian Northern 
Railway Company, now running to the government grain elevator, is to be main- 
tained by the Canadan Northern not only for the transportation of grain carried on 
its lines to the elevator, but also grain carried either on the lines of the Canadian 
Pacific or Grand Trunk Pacific Railways, and offered for transport over the construc- 
tion directed by the order ; and that the track is to be maintained until such time as 
other proper and sufficient facilities are arranged and provided by the Canadian 
Northern Railway Company for the government clevator to the satisfaction of the 
board. 

On looking over the file, difficulties scem to have been raised from time to time 
by the Canadian Northern. The board was advised, for example, by wire from the 
Canadian Pacific officials that when that company started to construct track to govern- 
ment elevator, in accordance with order, its work was stopped by the Canadian 
Northern. A similar wire was received from the Grain Commission. The Canadian 
Northern’s interference then seems to have been the result of a misunderstanding 
and an arrangement was come to between the parties. The Canadian Northern then 
desired to have the actual connection moved to another point. The Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company then wired, on the 18th August, that the construction could not 
be made as ordered, because the Canadian Northern had strung a lot of tracks on 
property over which the spur is directed to be constructed. Then, on the 26th 
August, difficulties apparently were removed, and an order was made for a change of 
location agreeable to the Canadian Northern. An amending order was issued. Com- 
plaints were again made as to delay in carrying out of order, and the company was 
again wired on the 16th and again on the 17th September. Then the work seemed to 
proceed and has been completed. 

The position taken by the Canadian Northern now is that movement of cars or 
trains of other railways over the tracks in question leading to the government elevator 
should be done by Canadian Northern engines and crews; and that the business should 
be merely handed over to the Canadian Northern as an ordinary interswitching move- 
ment, giving that company practically a monopoly of the business of the government 
elevator. The company urges that anything else is confiscation of its track; that the 
track is its property and should not be used by any other railway except under the 
ordinary terms. 

If effect is given to this objection it simply means that the government elevator, 
to all intents and purposes, is an elevator serving the system of the Canadian Northern 
Railway Company, and not serving the wheat exporters of the West generally as the 
government desires. The land would certainly never have been bought from Mac- 
Kenzie and Mann or from the Canadian Northern Railway Company, as the case may 
be, by the Commission, under any such circumstances, If the Canadian Northern will 
relinquish its endeavours to control the elevator, there need be no difficulty in carrying 
out a temporary solution. The board’s operating officer says that there is no difficulty 
whatever on the ground of safety in having trains of both railways operated over the 
track. A man, however, should be placed at the switch to control the operations of 
both railway companies; and a direction is now made that the Canadian Northern 
shall appoint such a man. As the operation will be day and night, the order that will 
issue will cover the appointment of a man both day and night. The wages paid the 
men, as well as any proper and necessary repairs to the track, shall be divided between 
the companies on a wheelage basis. ; 

Should any further difficulties be raised, the parties may expect that an order will 
be made by the board, under section 176 of the Railway Act, and, if necessary, to the 
full extent of that or any other section which will enable the board to deal with the 
matter in such a manner as to ensure proper service to the government elevator. 

Commissioner McLean concurred. 

October 17, 1913. 
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RE G. T. P. SPUR—FORT WILLIAM, ONT. 


Appuication of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company, under sections 222, 237 
and 257, for authority to construct a double track branch line or spur turning 
out from its line on Empire avenue, northerly, along private right of way, 
formerly James street, to William street; thence easterly to Thunder Bay, 
Fort William, Ont. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the hearing, 
September 16, 1913. 


The board is of the opinion that the application should be granted to build the 
line as far as the western boundary of Vickers street, subject to the terms of the 
agreement which was made between the railway company and the municipality years 
ago and confirmed by the legislature. 

We will insert the clause which we did in the Hardisty Street. order, requiring 
the railway to pay damages, if any, to property owners abutting on the highways 
along which the railway runs. 

As far as the portion of the line from the west side of Vickers street on to the 
waters of Thunder bay is concerned, including the application to cross the Canadian 
Northern and the Canadian Pacific and the electric railway, we will leave that over 
to the next sitting of the board at Fort William, so the matter can be considered on 
the ground. 

Mr. Tempite.—Then, this approval will not be—— 

The ASSISTANT CHIEF ComMissioner.—In favour of the balance at all. It may be 
the line should stop there. 


RE SPUR FOR HENRY HOPE & SONS OF CANADA, LTD., PETERBOROUGH. 


Mr. ComMMIssIONER GOODEVE. 


This is an application under sections 222 and 227 of the Railway Act by the 
©. P. RB. as lessee exercising the franchise of the Ontario and Quebee Railway Com- 
pany, for authority to construct an industrial spur for Messrs. Henry Hope & Sons of 
Canada, Limited. ; 

The consent of the city of Peterborough, and the township of North Monaghan 
are endorsed upon the plan accompanying the application; but, the terms upon which 
the consent of the city of Peterborough is given is set forth in letter on file from the 
mayor, dated January 15, 1914, and is as follows :— 


= “That the council consent to an order being issued by the Board of Rail- 
way Commissioners permitting the Canadian Pacific railway to construct a 
siding across the Monaghan road to the factory of Henry Hope & Sons im 
accordance with the plan submitted and that the plan be endorsed, provided 
that Henry Hope & Sons will consent at any subsequent time to a siding being 
constructed from this siding across their property between this siding and the 
southern limit of their property, 


It is clear the construction of the spur is essential to this industry, and under the 
conditions as set out in the above resolution will be of advantage to other industries 
that may desire to locate in this district. 

T have read carefully the objections set forth in detail to said spur, made on 
behalf of Mr. John Mervin by his solicitor G. W. Hatton, in letter to the board under 
date July 30, 1913. The essential points in the said objections are contained in 
paragraph 2, page 1, and in the last paragraph on page 3 of said letter, namely :— 

“T beg to notify you that the said John Mervin objects to the spur or 
branch line railway being built or constructed through his property as per plan, 
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until his rights for damages for such construction are ascertained and the value 
of same paid, and the said Mervin submits that this should be done prior to the 
construction of the said spur or branch line of railway or any part thereof, 


“T submit that any order going should provide for the protection of my 
client’s interests.” 


It having been shown by telegram from E. W. Beatty, general counsel of the 
C.P.R. on file under date of January 13, 1914, that his company have failed to come 
_ to any agreement with Mr. Mervin and that they will be forced to take expropriation 
proceedings in order to secure the necessary land from Mervin, therefore, the protec- 
tion asked for, as stated in above quotations from Mr. Hatton’s letter for his client, 
is fully assured to him by the various sections of the Railway Act. 
As a result of the objections raised by Mr. Mervin the board has had the situa- 
- tion carefully looked into by one of its engineers. He recommends the approval of the 
application and plan, and further states that in his opinion it would be to the advan- 
tage of the city of Peterborough and the township of North Monaghan. Under the 
circumstances, I am of the opinion that the public interests are best served by the 
construction of this spur, and that an order should go under the conditions as set out 
in the resolution of the Council of the city of Peterborough. 
ASSISTANT CHIEF COMMISSIONER: 


Order issued accordingly. 
January 17, 1914. 


LAKE ERIE AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY, LOCATION FROM BRANTFORD, THROUGH PARIS, 
TO GALT. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner: 


By order No. 16719, dated 1st June, 1912, the board approved of the location of 
this railway from lake Erie into Brantford, with a terminus at Golborne street between 
Clarence and Arthur streets. 

The company now apply for a new location from a point at George avenue north- 
erly and westerly through Brantford to Paris and Galt. 

Brantford being a thriving industrial centre, it is quite apparent that it will be 
in the interests of the city as well as the railway company to have its manufacturing 
establishments served by this company. There is, however, considerable objection on 
the part of the residents of Brantford to the proposed location of the railway. 

Our sitting at Brantford was especially held in that city for the purpose of enabl- 
ing the board to examine the proposed location on the ground. After hearing all objec- 
tions which anyone had to urge, not only to the general location of the railway but to 
details of construction, the members of the board present spent several hours, together 
with its chief engineer and representatives of those interested, going over the ground 
and examining the proposed location carefully, 

In addition to pointing out several serious objections to the proposed location, the 
city of Brantford submitted a plan prepared by its Engineer of an alternative route 
to the south of the Grand river which would, undoubtedly, do less damage to the city 
if approved by the board, than the line asked for by the railway company. The city 
submitted this alternative route as a suggestion merely and stated that it might be 
that some other alternative route might be found. Our Chief Engineer, Mr. Mountain, 
was unable however to find any better alternative route than that suggested by the 
city. 

As I have said, the city’s alternative location, if followed, would undoubtedly do 
less damage to the city than that of the railway company; but, there are several 
serious objections to it. First of all, it would not serve the. Homedale District, which 
is being developed as a manufacturing location; and, secondly, it is objectionable 
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from an engineering point of view. In referring to it, in his report to the board, our 
chief engineer, Mr. Mountain, says as follows:— 

“This alternate route crosses the Grand River right in the face of a high 
bank on the north side of the river, which, to my mind, makes this line out of 
the question. It is a fill of 265,000 cubic yards, a heavy cut, and a high bridge 
over the Grand River, and another bridge would be required over the Grand 
river below the Lorne bridge in order to get into Market street, where the Lake 
Erie and Northern Railway propose putting their station.” 


We must, therefore, come to the conclusion that because of the poorer facilities 
which it would afford to manufacturing industries, and because of the excessive 
expense of construction, we cannot adopt the alternative location. 

Dealing now with the location applied for by the Railway Company; the chief 
objection to it in my mind is the injury it does to a public park on the north bank of 
the Grand river, called the “Jubilee Terrace.” This is a beautiful little breathing 
spot in the centre of the city which we are told many of the inhabitants frequent on a 
summer evening. 

Bearing in mind, however, the importance of this railway to Brantford, I think 
we must approve of this location, with such conditions for the protection of the 
park and for other public and private interests that will be affected by it, as we deem 


proper. The railway company should be allowed to raise Lorne bridge so that its © 


tracks will pass underneath it; details of that work to be submitted for approval of 
our engineer. ‘The line of railway through “Jubilee Terrace” to have cement or 
stone abutments at each side; a walk and roadway to be constructed parallel to the 
tracks immediately adjoining them on the north. The boat house should be moved 
out to the outside of the outer abutment at a convenient spot, and a suitable permanent 
foundation to be constructed for it by the railway company. The company should 
also supply a floating pier, so that pleasure boats which may be taken in or out from 
the house can at all times be conveniently handled, there should be permanent 
cement steps leading from “Jubilee Terrate” underneath the tracks of the rail- 
way to the boat house. The arm of the Grand River, north of the proposed 
location, should be filled in by the railway company and dedicated to the town 


for park purposes. A channel should be cut through the island parallel to the rail- — 


way company’s location and immediately adjoining it on the south, of sufficient 
capacity to carry the same volume of water which at high water now passes on to the 
north of that island. The railway company should supply a suitable access to the 
river front for all property, the approach to the river from which will be cut off by 
the railway. This access to be in the nature of a farm crossing and to be subject to 
the same conditions as govern farm crossings under the Railway Act; but, at all places 
where reasonably practicable, the access shall be by way of subway under the track, 
or bridge over the track; but, in such cases it shall be for pedestrians only. 

The city contends that the Lorne street bridge which is sufficient for its present 
requirements cannot safely be moved. The company’s engineer claims the contrary, 
and his claim is borne out by the board’s engineer. I see no reason why the corpora- 
tion should be asked to take any risks whatever. The interference is against its wishes. 
I think it but fair that the company should take all responsibility for the change and 
thereafter maintain the bridge structure (apart from planking or other surface work) 
for the term of two years, during which time any weaknesses resulting from the com- 
pany’s work, if any, would become apparent. 

There are a number of details with reference to highway crossings and other mat- 
ters which cannot be disposed of at present; but, an order may go for the approval of 
the location of the railway from the point of deviation at George avenue, Brantford, 
as shown on the railway company’s plan filed, to Main street, in the city of Galt. 


Chief Commissioner Drayton and Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 
Orders, carrying out terms of the judgment, issued. 
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' Later, upon its appearing that the railway company was unable to tomply with 
the conditions of the said order, a further order was made, upon the consent of the 
city of Brantford, authorizing the said city to excavate a new channel of an area of 
300 feet wide and 4 feet below mean water, across the island immediately below the 
Holmedale District, where the railway company has built its embankment across the 
old channel; and that the material thrown into the river by the excavation of the 
retaining walls on Jubilee Terrace on the water front, be removed and reinforced at 
‘the lock gates entering the canal, as required by the city engineer. 

April 18, 1913. 


RE LOCATION CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY'S PORT MOODY NORTH SHORE BRANCH, 


CurmF CoMMISSIONER DRAYTON: 


This application is made by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for approval 
of a portion of its Port Moody and North Shore branch from a point in lot 256 to lot 
555, in the district of New Westminster, British Columbia 

The application for approval was received by the board on the 16th day of Novem- 
ber, 1912. The case was partially heard in Ottawa, when, by reason of representations 
made by the Burrard Inlet Tunnel and Bridge Company, the Vancouver Westminster 
and Yukon Railway Company, and different municipalities interested, it was adjourned 
to be heard in Vancouver, the hearing taking place on the 19th and 20th days of May 
last. 

The location as asked by the applicant company conflicts to a greater or less extent, 
with the locations of the Vancouver, Westminster and Yukon Railway Company, the 
Burrard Inlet Tunnel and Bridge Company, and the Pacific, Great Eastern Railway 
Company. 

In addition to this conflict as between incorporated companies, the following muni- 
cipalities are directly interested, and were represented at the hearing (as well as the 
companies above mentioned), namely, the city of North Vancouver, the district of West 
Vancouver, and the district of North Vancouver. 

Railway accommodation is necessary for the proper development of the north 
shore; and railway construction is inevitable. The conformation of the district and 
property interests now existing are of such a character that the location of more than 
one right of way along the north shore is objectionable. In my view, while a railway 
must be built, railway operations should be confined as much as possible to one right 
of way; and the railway obtaining the location should, when the proper occasion arises, 
be compelled to grant running rights over its right of way, upon fair terms to be fixed 
by the board.’ 

Evidence shows the location first approved to be that of the Vancouver, Westmin- 
ster and Yukon line. Its location was approved as far back as the 13th day of June, 
1905, Mr. Craig, who appeared for the company, admitting that, while the company 
had had dealings with the Burrard Inlet Tunnel and Bridge Company as to the bridge 
structure, so far as its location was concerned, the said railway company had taken no 
action since its location was approved, but was still trying to make financial arrange- 
"ments. : 

In my view, after such a delay, it would be improper to allow the company, b 
reason of an approval granted in 1905, to delay the development of the district. 

The Burrard Inlet Tunnel and Bridge Company obtained the approval of its loca- 
‘tion to Deep Cove on the 24th day of September, 1912. At the hearing, the position 
taken by Mr. Burns, who appeared for the company, was that it was not so much inter- 
ested in keeping its own location as upon having a location approved that would be 
built on; and that the desire of the company was to have railways built which would 
connect with its bridge. The approval already given to that company, therefore, does 
not in any way complicate the solution of the problem. 
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The location of the Pacific Great Eastern Railway Company was approved on the 
26th day of July, 1912. The company is a provincial one; it is not subject to the juris- 
diction of this board; and the approval of its location was given by the proper pro- 
vincial authority, namely, the Honourable Mr. Taylor of the British Columbia Goy- 
ernment. At the time of this approval, the territory was not clear, owing to the pre- 
vious approval of the location of the Vancouver, Westminster and Yukon Railway, as 
well as the known projected plans of the Burrard Inlet Tunnel and Bridge Company, 
and of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 

Property owners, who were represented by Mr. Wade, Mr. Armour, and Mr. 
Bond, were particularly anxious th«t only one railway should be ecnstructed, and 
that the construction should be, as much as possible off the water lots, so as to give 


the people freé access to the waterfront, and allow the developments of proper dockage. 


and water facilities. The consensus of opinion; both of the municipality and of the 
property owners, seemed to be in favor of construction on the proposed location of 
the Canadian Pacific Railway, with the exception of that part of the route which is 
laid out along Marine Drive, in the municipality of West Vancouver. As intimated 
at the hearing, in no event would the location have been approved along that drive; 
and as admitted by the engineer, the company can follow the general lines submitted, 
without infringing upon the Drive. 

The location of the Pacific Great Eastern Railway Company was quite satisfac- 
tory to those who owned no water lots, and were desirous of obtaining railway facili- 
ties for property that they wished to develop apart entirely from any water front 
feature. Those owning water lots objected strongly to its location, Mr. Armour 
pointing out that, at that point, where his clients were particularly interested— 
between stations “D” and “C” on the map—the location suddenly swung out into 
the water, so as to destroy property which consisted of water lots, dock properties, ete. 

Mr. Lawson, the reeve of West Vancouver, while very fairly admitting the 
necessity for the railway, strongly objected to the location, because he was extremely 
anxious to save the waterfront, stating that the municipality was willing to go as 
far as to afford the Pacific Great Eastern Railway Company a right of way on a street 
the municipality had laid out, in order to get the railway off the waterfront as far as 
possible. 

If all the different companies were under the jurisdiction of the board, approval 
would be given of that line which in our view would create the least damage and at the 
same time permit of proper public service; and, under the circumstances, I thought the 
matter was of sufficient importance to take up the question with the provincial 
government. 

I am impressed with the merits and necessity of the bridge scheme and think 
that connection with that bridge should be had by both the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company and the Pacific Great Eastern Railway Company. Plans of the Pacific 
Great-Eastern Railway Company contemplate no construction in the District of 
North Vancouver, or at Roche Point, where there are in contemplation large indus- 
trial developments which will require railway facilities. On the other hand, to the 
west, the construction of the Canadian Pacific les within the District of West Van- 
couver, while that of the Pacifie Great Eastern calls for the construction of a railway 
of some 450 miles in length to Fort George. 

Under these circumstances, and bearing in mind the further fact that the latter 
company has agreed to give an electric service to the residents of the north shore, 
west of the bridge location, my view was and is that the public interest will be best 
served by allowing the local company to proceed with its work, and by approving in 
part the plans of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to the east. 

[ am pleased to say, that, as a result of a very satisfactory conference with the 
Premier and the Honourable Mr. Taylor of the British Columbia Government, it has 


been arranged between our respective tribunals that there will be practically only ~ 
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one railway right of way along that portion of the north shore in question; and in 
order that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company may get proper access to the 
bridge, it is necessary that its location be approved as far west as Hendrie avenue. 
The board’s sanction of the balance to the west is refused. 

Doubtless with increased demands and business of the future, it will become neces- 
sary that the Pacific Great Eastern Railway and the Canadian Pacific Railway com- 
panies will have to obtain running rights, perhaps each over the track of the other, or 
only one. The time is not ripe to now provide for this, nor are the statutory provisions 


applicable sufficient. 


Despite my desire that only one right of way should be constructed it may be 
necessary to extend the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s right of way to the west, 
as a result of difficulties as to running rights. After my interview, however, I have 
no doubt but that the provincial authorities will co-operate with the board in prevent- 
ing unnecessary duplication of lines. 

I would approve the location asked by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
down to Roche point, where the car ferry is shown on the company’s plan. 

Mr. Wade appeared for the Belearry Company and the South Belearry Company, 
as well as for private owners concerned in the property affected by the proposed loca- 
tion east of Roche point; and he produced a plan prepared by Mr. Webster, showing 
the alternative route through this section. 

After a personal inspection of the ground, it is, in my view, unnecessary to scruti- 
nize the plan. I am of the opinion that present conditions do not warrant the very 
expensive construction called for across the north arm of Burrard inlet, and that, in 
any event, a location resulting in far less property damage, and less expensive to the 
company, can be secured; and I think that, in the meantime, the company’s traffic can 
be well looked after by the car ferry at Roche point. 

Mr. Bond, who appeared for property owners interested in district lot 230, objected 
to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s location. A mill has already been con- 


structed; and Mr. Bond advised the board that some large industrial concerns were 


contemplating the erection of works on the property which would be rendered 
impossible by the adoption of the plan as laid out. 

The original plan called for construction along the water front on both sides of 
the lot; but now that the location on the shore of the north arm is refused, the whole 
of that frontage is available. It would have been impossible to throw the line some- 
what further back, if the location, as a whole, had been approved; but approval of the 
line only to the ferry, makes it necessary for the company’s trains to have access to the 
water. 

The board’s chief engineer has made a careful study of the profile, and has advised 
me that it is impracticable to swing the line any distance from the water on the inlet 
side and at the same time make proper ferry connection. Property owners will hold 
undisturbed their frontage on the North Arm; but the location as laid out on the 
Canadian Pacific Railway’s Company’s plan on the Burrard inlet side is approved. 

' It is beyond all question that, for the proper development of the industries con- 
templated, railway facilities are required for the property, and that more or less pro- 
perty damages are inseparable from the construction of the railway. 

The submitted location from the end of the Port Moody branch, station 182-70, 
to the ferry dock shown on the east side of the north arm, is also approved. 

A good deal has been said to the creation of foreshore rights by order of the board. 
The matter of foreshore rights is entirely one of title anid of the administrative 
practices of different departments in patenting water lots. The approval by the board 
gives the railway company no title in any of the property; the title has to be obtained 
under provisions of the Railway Act. 

If property owners have not already obtained patents of their water lots, that is 
a matter for them to look after either by arrangement with the railway company that, 
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in selling them their right of way where such right of way abuts the foreshore, the 
railway company shall not maintain the right, which may or may not be recognized, 
to apply to the proper department for a patent or by obtaining the patent before part- 
ing with their property. If already patented, the water lots are and will remain the 
property of the land owners; and, in case the severance of their holdings by the con- 
struction of the railway line interferes with the use of the water lot held as an adjunct 
to the shore property, appropriate damages are recoverable under the Railway Act. 

Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 

Order approving location issued. 

June 27, 1913. 


RE C. N. R. BRIDGE OVER MOIRA RIVER, BELLEVILLE, ONT. 


AppLicaTION, city of Belleville, that the Canadian Northern Railway Co.’s bridge over 
the Moira river be raised four feet. 


Curr ComMMISSIONER DRAYTON: 


An application has been made by the city of Belleville that the bridge of the 
Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company over the Moira river be raised at least 
4 feet; that a subway with headroom of at least 11 feet be constructed under the © 
railway on front street; that the crossing\on Pinnacle street be a level crossing paved 
on each side thereof, and the grade of the approaches thereto not more than 2 per 
cent; that Church street remain open and a level crossing be maintained thereon, 
with the grade of the approaches thereto not more than 2 per cent; that an overhead 
bridge for pedestrian and vehicular traffic be constructed across the tracks of the 
Canadian Northern Ontario and the Campbellford, Lake.Ontario and Western Rail- 
ways on George street, the north end of such bridge and the approach thereto to extend 
northerly on George street so as to have as easy a rise as possible from the said 
George street up the incline and over the top of the said bridge; that Newberry street 
be made straight, 66 feet in width, well made, properly ditched, and of the best pos- 
sible grade, and that cars be not allowed to stand within 50 feet of the boundaries 
thereof; that Foster street be provided with a proper crossing and all safeguards; 
that provision for the opening of Dufferin street be made; that on the west side of 
the river Moira a subway be built at the foot of James street for the use of those 
occupying the sheds and factory to the south, and the other lands which are consider- 
able in extent and suitable for factory purposes; that there be an opening under the 
said tracks at the foot of Mary street, to enable the city Board of Works to place a 
main thereon; and have a hydrant on or near the property now occupied; and that 
there be provision for a level crossing at what is known as the Bridge road, the grade 
on each side of the said crossing not exceeding 2 per cent. 

Application has also been made by the Campbellford, Lake Ontario, and Western 
Railway Company for approval of its location through the city of Belleville, and, both 
matters having been heard by the board, they should be considered together. 

The location and structures of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company 
were made with the assent of the city of Belleville, and to some extent as the result of 
agreements with the city’s representatives. No formal agreement was ever entered 
into between the parties; but the different steps taken by the railway company were 
discussed fully by representatives of both the city and the company; and the subse- 
quent action taken was in accordance with the understanding arrived at between 
these representatives. $ 

Under these circumstances, the advisers of the corporation in its present applica- 
tion realized that their application could not succeed, unless it were shown that the 
railway companies had, in some way taken advantage of the corporation. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 187 
SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


It was accordingly alleged that, while the different matters resulting in the con- 
struction of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway were under consideration, the 
solicitor and clerk for the city of Belleville was in the employ of and acting as 
solicitor for the railway company in various matters ; and that, in consequence, the 
rights and interests of the applicants were not safeguarded and protected as they 
should have been, and that the railway company took advantage of this circumstance. 

Evidence was given at the hearing in support of the said allegations. Messrs. H. 
W. Ackerman (formerly a member of the City Council), W. B. Deacon (President of 
the Board of Trade at the time in question), Alderman Wallbridge, Mayor Wills, and 
W. B. Mickel (former Solicitor for the City), were called as witnesses on the issue of 
fraud. They were immediately connected with the transactions between the city and 
the railway company; but their evidence did not support in any way the charge of 
fraud or the obtaining of an improper advantage by the railway company. 

Mr. Mickel acted for the Canadian Northern in certain matters in which the city 
was not at all concerned; but he did so with the full knowledge of the council of the 
city of Belleville. The matter was discussed by that council; and a resolution to the 
effect that Mr. Mickel should not be permitted to do work for the railway company, 
was voted down. 

After the examination of the witnesses was concluded Mr. Porter, who appeared 
for the city, very properly stated that he had considered the effect of the evidence 
offered; and that, in fairness to Mr. Mickel and Justice to his clients, he would be 
unwarranted in further pressing the charge; so he requested to be allowed to withdraw 
the imputation, and asked the Board not to draw any adverse inferences from the 
evidence that had been given against Mr. Mickel. 

Under these circumstances the only question open to the Board.is the considera- 
tion of the best solution of the various problems (in view of the present state of 
affairs), having regard both to the municipality and the railway company. 

The first location of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario, and Western Railway Com- 
_ pany crossed the tracks of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway at a point adjacent 
to Macdonald street, or the eastern limit of Belleville, and then continued in a westerly 
direction, south of the Canadian Northern and at distances varying from 100 to 250 
feet therefrom. 

The result of the adoption of this location is to duplicate whatever incon- 
venience is caused and damage done to the city of Belleville by the Canadian Northern 
lines. It necessitated two bridges over the Moira river, and created pockets on_high- 
ways between the two tracks. 

The location was not opposed by the city council; and, after a formal hearing 
at Ottawa, it was approved on September 19, 1911, by order No. 15289. 

The officers of the board desiring, if possible, to confine the railway tracks and 
operation to as small a space as possible in the city, directed the companies to con- 
sider the question of joint operation within the city limits,—with the result that the 
Campbelford, Lake Ontario, and Western Railway Company consented to abandon 
its approved location and to run over the right of way of the Canadian Northern 
on a track of its own constructed on the said right of way. 

The present application of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway 
Company is for the approval of a plan showing the road practically on the right of 
way of the Canadian Northern within the city limits. ; 

To my mind, there is no question whatever as to the advisability of approving 
of this location in the interests of the city of Belleville, as well as in the interests 
of traffic conditions generally. 4 

Representations were made>by the city that flooding has been caused by the 
construction of the Canadian Northern bridge. Ordinarily speaking, one would sup- 
pose that the more piers you have in the river the less chance there is for the water 
to get away; but it seems quite clear that there were floods in the same locality long 
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before the construction of the Canadian Northern. The engineers of the board report 
that, in their opinion, the piers of the Canadian Northern have had nothing to do 
with the floods in question, which are said to be entirely similar in character to those 
that previously took place; and I understand that representations are now being made 
by the city to the proper department for the construction of works which will narrow 
the river, increase the facility of the flow, and, in the opinion of the engineers, largely 
do away with the flood difficulties. In any event, the construction of the works of 
the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company which consists merely 
of the lengthening of the piers with the result that no greater surface of pier construc- 
tion is exposed to the stream, cannot affect the situation one way or the other. 

A plan was put in, on behalf of the city, showing the reconstruction of the 
Canadian Northern tracks from a point approximately 1,500 feet east of Church 
street to a point 3,500 feet west of James street. The plan ealls for the raising of the 
present bridge 5 feet, which would result in raising the tracks 5 feet on Front street, 
and 4 feet above the present grade of the railway on Pinnacle street, where the tracks 
are already 2 feet above the level of the street. This plan was prepared and presented 
with a view to obtaining a 12-foot subway on Front street, and providing for subways 
of the same depth on James and Front streets. The city engineer estimated the cost 
of the work $22,800. This estimate was carefully checked by the chief engineer of 
the board, and an independent estimate was made by him with the result that, in his 
opinion, the cost of the proposed raising of the railway bridge and the other changes 
necessitated thereby would be $40,000 instead of $22,800. 

Pinnacle street is traversed by a Grand Trunk shunting track, which provides an 
important and apparently necessary facility for industries located on its line, and on 
the water front south of the right of way of the Canadian Northern Railway. 

As the matter now stands, a slight further raising of the Grand Trunk track is 
necessary; and the board has been advised by the representatives of the city of Belle- 
ville that the company could operate the said track if it were lifted four feet above 
its present grade, and would make no objection to the adoption of the city’s plan. 

On taking the matter up with the Grand Trunk, we find it opposed to the change, 
on the ground that the lift required by the city’s plan would result in placing the 
Grand Trunk track 5 feet 8 inches above the street level, involve heavy abuttal dam- 
ages, and practically destroy the use of the track, adding that this ling on Pinnacle 
street, is a very important and useful piece of property, providing the company’s only 
means of access to certain important industries and to the docks at the mouth of the 
river; and that it will become of more importance in the near future, when the new 
dock to be constructed by the Dominon Government is completed. 

Mr. Biggar, the company’s general counsel, states that he has a thorough personal 
knowledge of the situation, and has no hesitation in saying that if the track were 
raised to the extent proposed, not only would it be useless for the purposes to which it 
is now largely devoted, but the damage to adjoining property would be very great — 
indeed: and the board’s chief engineer also reports that the raising of the Grand Trunk 
track as contemplated would result in an unworkable condition, so far as the spur and 
adjacent team delivery track are concerned. 

The adoption of the city’s plan would also very largely call for a reconstruction of 
the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s layout in Belleville, to which the city 
eonsented, and under the circumstances, would work an injustice to that company. 

In any event, I do not think there is a necessity for a subway on James street. 
There is no traffic to warrant it. 

T was of the view, however, that a subway should be ordered near Front street, as _ 
recommended by the board’s engineer. This recommendation of the engineer was — 
based on the supposition that high water, as shown on the plan submitted, was flood 
water and not the high water which occurs in the spring and early summer, lasting — 
perhaps three or four months—but merely the height of the temporary flood which — 
would last for a varying period of from two to four weeks. j 
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On this assumption, the engineer was of the opinion that the floor plan of the 
Canadian Northern Railway bridge could be reconstructed so as to afford additional 
headroom; and that a subway could be built two feet deeper than the present subway 


‘ near Front street; but, on receiving further information, as the result of representa- 


tions made by the city of Belleville, on the question of water levels, he has withdrawn 
his recommendation; and I think he is right in doing so. 

The height of the subway, at best, would be only 11 feet; and if the floor were 
covered with 2 feet of water for a period of three or four months in the year, it would 
be very little use to anybody. 

The engineer’s report is as follows:— 

“In my report of June 16, I stated that a subway of about 11 feet in height 
could be had. I was guided by the profile submitted by Engineer Evans for the 
city of Belleville, on which he marked high-water level. I took that as the 
highest water at flood level and figured that it would be dry at ordinary low- 
water level as shown on his profile; but I find that what he marked as high water 
is the ordinary summer level of the bay of Quinté; and that being so, a subway 
11 feet deep would be flooded the year round. Hence I think a subway at this 
point is out of the question.” 


Under the circumstances, I am reluctantly forced to the conclusion that no sub- 
way can be constructed, and that the level crossing must remain. 

In arriving at this conclusion, I am not influenced wholly by the matter of cost. 
Over and above this and the fact that the city, rightly or wrongly, consented to the 
present lay-out, it is quite clear that on the one hand, the subway asked for, if con- 
structed at the best obtainable level, would be of comparatively little use, certainly not 
so useful as a well maintained and properly protected level crossing; and on the other 
hand, the adoption of a new railway elevation would likely result in injury to some of 
the industries now located on the Grand Trunk line, and would disorganize the traffic 
of the Canadian Northern during the period of reconstruction. 

There is no reason why the city should not be allowed to carry its water main 
across the tracks at the foot of Mary street. The city engineer can take up the exact 


- location with the board’s engineer, and the work done under the supervision of the 


engineering department of the board. 
Messrs. Commissioners Mills and McLean concurred. 
July 25, 1913. 


RE LOCATION KETTLE VALLEY RAILWAY. 


Mr. ComMiIssIoNER GOODEVE: 

It would appear from the evidence on file with this application that the British 
Columbia Government having a full knowledge of the facts in connection therewith, 
including the objections of J. M. Robinson of Naramata, the South Kelowna Land 
Company, and others, gave its approval to the revised location—see letter of J. J. 
Warren, dated April 22, 19183—confirmed~by his letters of May 12 and 19 respectively 
—enclosing copies of letters dated May 7 and 16 from G. H. Dawson, Surveyor 
General of the British Columbia Government. Also letter dated May 9 from R. A. 
Renwick, Deputy Minister of Lands of the British Columbia Government. 

2. That the Minister of Railways and Canals, also with a full knowledge of all 
the facts in connection therewith before him, including a memorandum prepared by 
F. C. Gamble, Chief Engineer of the British Columbia Government, gave his approval 
of the route map of the revised location. 

3. That by section 159, subsection 3 of the Railway Act, this board is limited to 
1 mile in any deviation it may make in granting its sanction to approval of route; 
and in the memorandum prepared by Mr. Simmons, Assistant Chief Engineer of 
the board, he points out that it would be impossible to develop the distance necessary 
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to obtain a suitable grade within the one-mile limit. He also gathers from Mr. 
Gamble’s memorandum above referred to that if permission is given by the Govern- 
ment of the province to build the dam it means the abandonment of the railroad; but. 
if permission is refused to build the dam it does not mean that the irrigation enter- 
prise must of necessity be abandoned. 

I am of the opinion, therefore, that approval should be granted and order issue 
accordingly. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred. 

December 18, 1913. 


RE CANADIAN NORTHERN TUNNEL COMPANY REVISED LOCATION THROUGH RAINVILLE 
PROPERTY. 


Apprication of the Canadian Northern Tunnel Company, for revision of location 
plan through the property of Mrs. H. B. Rainville. 


ASSISTANT Cuter CoMMISSIONER ScoTT: 


In an application, dated November 25, 1913, the Tunnel Company-applied to the— 
board for its sanction and approval of a plan showing a revised location of its tunnel 
line. The plan, and book of reference, are dated Montreal, July 10, 1918, corrected 
to November, 1913, and are signed by Mr. Brown, Chief Engineer, and Sir Donald 
Mann, the vice-president of the company. The only change in the plan which affects — 
Mrs. Rainville is that it shows a desire on the part of the railway company to take 
the whole of her land instead of a part as indicated upon the original plan. The 
additional part now shown to be taken is a small triangular piece with an area of 
645 square feet. The book of reference on the revised plan shows that the whole land 
of Mrs. Rainville is to be taken, and not merely an easement as appears to be the case 
with other landowners in her neighbourhood. 

In accordance with the board’s usual practice, this plan was referred to the 
board’s engineer to report upon, and in due course, it was recommended by the 
engineer for the approval of the board. On November 27, 1918, order No. 20899 was 
issued granting the company’s application for the approval of its revised location. 

In December, 1913, in view of representations made to the board by Mr. Rainville 
to the effect that the approval of the revised location might have the result of 
seriously prejudicing Mrs. Rainville’s rights with reference to the property, it was 
decided to suspend the operation of the order approving of the revised location, and 
set the matter down for discussion at the sittings of the board in Montreal on the 
5th instant. ’ 

At the Montreal sittings both parties were represented by counsel and were heard 
at considerable length. It appears that, some months ago an order was made by the 
Superior Court of the province of Quebec, pursuant to the Railway Act, granting the 
company possession of the land upon a deposit being made in court of $125,000 as 
security for the payment to the landowner of whatever amount might be awarded to 
her by arbitrators who were to determine the damage to her property caused by the 
construction of the tunnel underneath the surface of it. The company had taken 
possession of the land and partly constructed its tunnel. These expropriation pro- 
ceedings were taken on the original location plan. It was submitted by the land- 
owner that the approval of the revised location by the board would give the tunnel 
company the right to discontinue the present arbitration proceedings, withdraw the 
$125,000 deposit from court, and leave the land owner in a position where it would be 
necessary for her to take an action in the civil courts against the company to recover 
damages for the injuries she had already suffered. It was also contended by the land- 
owner that in the event of the company taking an easement merely, which would give 
it the right to construct and maintain its tunnel underneath the surface of the land-— 
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owner’s property, but leave the fee of the property in the landowner, that she would 
have difficulty in securing proper compensation for the damage she had already 
suffered. It was stated by the company’s counsel that it was the intention of the 
company to take the land outright and not merely an easement, and this statement 
is borne out by the book of reference already referred to which clearly shows that it 
is the intention of the company to take the land and not merely an easement. 

If all the land is taken by the company and its value determined by arbitration, 
the landowner would, undoubtedly, get proper remuneration for her property and 
she would not be put to the necessity of taking a separate civil court action to secure 
compensation for the damages already suffered. It*seems to me it will be better for 
both parties that the tunnel company’s present intention of acquiring the fee in the 
whole of the landowner’s property should be carried out. The company has the right 
under its charter to elect to take an easement or the fee. I think it would not be fair, 
in view of the representations that have been made to the board, for the company 
after the revised location had been approved of to change its position and decide to 
take an easement only. Such action, were it taken by the company, would, I think, 
seriously prejudice the land owner’s position. 

In my opinion an order should go approving of the revised location upon con- 
dition that the company take the fee in all the land of the landowner. 

Messrs. Commissioners McLean and Goodeve concurred. 

Order issued accordingly. 

January 22, 1914. 


RE T. H. AND B. CO.’S ENTRANCE INTO CITY OF HAMILTON, ONT. 


APPLICATION of the Corporation of the City of Hamilton, Ont., under Section 237, for 
Order compelling the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway Company to 
abandon its entrance into the City via Hunter street and adopt, in conjunction 
with the G.T.R., and the C.N.O.R., a common location in the north end of the 
city. 


The application was originally heard in Hamilton on the 10th day of October, 
1913, at which counsel for the city and the respondent company were present. 

Objection was taken that the board was without jurisdiction to make the order 
applied for. 

The board detided that it had power to entertain the application, and hearing was 
delayed upon the merits to enable the railway company to appeal to the Supreme 
Court upon the question of jurisdiction. Later the respondent company refused to 
perfect the appeal, and the board decided that, as the questions involved were ques- 
tions of law, although dealing with the matter of jurisdiction, it had the power to and 
would reserve a case for the opinion of the Supreme Court. 

The submission of the counsel for the railway company was that as only the ques- 
tion of jurisdiction was raised, it was not competent for the board of its own motion 
to take the opinion of the Supreme Court upon it. 

Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton, at the hearing, Feb- 
ruary 17, 1914:— 


It seems to me impossible to say that a question of jurisdiction is not a question 
of law. 

In the first instance, the scheme of the whole Act has to be borne in mind in 
dealing with the appeal, the object of the Act being the consideration of arriving at 
finality as speedily as may be and limiting appeals as much as possible without the 
leave of the board; and so it is that section 54 declares that a finding or determination 
of the board upon any question of fact within its jurisdiction shall be binding and 
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conclusive. Section 55 is probably the section which Mr. Cahill relies upon. Under 
this section, the board may~of its own motion or upon the application of any party, — 
and upon such security being given as it directs, or at the request of the Governor in 
Council, state a case in writing for the opinion of the Supreme Court of Canada upon 
any question which in the opinion of the board is a question of law. 

A distinction is drawn—and this distinction, of course, gives point to the objec- 
tion raised—by subsection 2 of section 56 and by subsection 3 dealing with the other — 
matters, between matters of jurisdiction on the one hand and matters of law on the 
other, in so far as the right of appeal is concerned, subsection 2 giving an absolute 
appeal from the board to the Supreme Court when allowed by a judge of the Supreme 
Court on a question of jurisdiction, while under subsection 3, so far as concerns any 
question of law, an appeal does not lie in the same way; it can be taken only upon a 
question which in the opinion of the board is a question of law, and after the leave of © 
the board has been obtained. 

The result of the legislation is that the board’s decisions on matters of fact are — 
absolute; and that, unless the board in its discretion grants leave, its decisions on 
questions of law are also binding and conclusive, except in so far as questions of law 
determining the jurisdiction of the board are concerned, in which case an appeal: may 
be allowed by a judge of the Supreme Court. Over and above all this, of course, there ~ 
is the right of appeal to the Governor in Council, which, however, is not material in — 
the consideration of a distinction such as that now sought to be made. _ ; 

I think it is absolutely impossible to distinguish between jurisdiction and law 
except to this extent, that jurisdiction is a question which is related to a legal issue 
having the matter of jurisdiction for its consideration; it is nevertheless a question — 
of law, just in the same way as tenure of land or anything else is a question of law— 
it is a matter of law applied to one particular object. : 

Jurisdiction in my view, as applied to courts, merely means the legal power of 
hearing and determining controversies, the constitutional legal power to take cogni-— 
zance of and decide cases according to law and to enforce findings. In other words, 
the right of exercising the functions of a judge or a legal tribunal. As the deriva-_ 
tives of the word import, it is the law declaring or speaking. I am of opinion that 
it is impossible to say that a question of jurisdiction is not a question of law. 

In the application of the question to the points at issue in this case, which calls 
into question the effect of certain portions of the statutory law as contained in the 
Railway Act and in the private Act, it cannot be said that these matters are not legal 
questions, although they undoubtedly are, at the same time, questions dealing with 
the matter of the board’s jurisdiction. 

To my mind, the result of the statute is not to change the characteristic of the 
question of jurisdiction from one of law to a bare question of fact, but to distinguish 
among different questions of law which may arise, by limiting the right of appeal to 
questions of law which involve the matter of the jurisdiction of the board. 

The jurisdiction of the High Court of Justice to decide questions of law upon 
appeal or otherwise under the Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868 (Eng.), or any Act 
amending the same, which was declared by section 14 of the Judicature Act of 1881 
to be final and conclusive, unless in any case the High Court gave special leave to 
go to the Court of Appeal, was considered in the case of Shaw vy. Reckitt (1893), 
2. B. 59. 

In this case, an order for the amendment of an election petition under section 
40 of the Corrupt and Illegal Practices Prevention Act of 1883, was made by a judge 
sitting in Chambers who was not on the rota for the trial of election petitions. The 
order was rescinded by the High Court, on the ground that the judge had no juris- 
diction to make such an order. On appeal to the Court of Appeal, it was held that 
the question so decided—that is, the question of jurisdiction—was one of law within 
the meaning of section 14 of the Judicature Act, 1881, and consequently that no 
appeal lay to the Court of Appeal without leave. 
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So I propose to follow what was done by the late Chief Commissioner, Mr. Justice 
Killam, in the Essex Terminal Case, where he submitted direct questions on juris- 
diction in a stated case, asking for example, the following questions :— 

Whether the Board of Railway Commissioners had jurisdiction prior to the 20th 
July, 1907, to make the orders above complained of. 

Whether the Board of Railway Commissioners had power to refuse to set aside 
its order so complained of. 

Whether the Board of Railway Commissioners might then lawfully authorize the 
Windsor & Essex Company so as to maintain, etc. 

Whether the order proposed to be made by the board, as aforesaid, was one which, 
in the exercise of its discretion, the said board had power to make. 

These questions were gonsidered and answered by the Supreme Court; and no 
objections seem to have been taken to the stated case. 

The parties will be given one week within which to submit any suggestions they 
desire to make as to the form which the questions to be submitted by the board for the 
opinion of the Supreme Court should take. 

Mr. Cowan: It struck me at the moment that it was only such a case as this that 
was contemplated by the Act, and that the board would submit a case for the opinion 
of the Supreme Court. 

The Cuter Commissioner: In a matter of this kind, where both of you say we 
are wrong and both of you say we are right, asd neither of you wants to appeal, it — 
would seem to be proper for the board to submit a ease. 

Mr. Cowan: Very well. Then, what, in your opinion, should we submit to the 
board ? 

The Cuter Commissioner: The form of the case to be stated. The solicitor for the 
railway company will be written to and asked to put in the same thing; and we will 
consider the form when your submissions are received. It will not be necessary to 
speak to the matter again. 


Mr. Cowan: No. 
Tur Cuter Commissioners The case of the Essex Terminal Railway vy. Windsor, 


Essex and Lake Shore R. R. Co. will be found in 40 S. C. R. 620. 


RE SOME FARM CROSSINGS ON THE CAMPBELLFORD, LAKE ONTARIO AND WESTERN RAILWAY. 


ASSISTANT CHIEF COMMISSIONER SCOTT: 

On Thursday, the 17th instant, Commissioner Mills and I visited the location of 
the railway to examine farm crossings over the tracks of the railway. 

In dealing with incidents in connection with the construction of this railway, I 
think we should bear in mind that it is being constructed through an old and well 
settled portion of the province of Ontario, which is now well provided with railway 
facilities, and that there is no public demand or necessity, so far as the inhabitants in 
the immediate vicinity of the railway are concerned, at any rate, as regards the con- 
struction of the railway. The circumstances are very different from those which we 
usually find in connection with the construction of a railway in a new territory, like 
the Prairie Provinces or British Columbia, where railway facilities are urgently needed 
to open and develop the country. 

The portion of line we examined in the county of Durham runs through a fine, 
well developed agricultural area. The land being of a rolling nature, there are many 
cuts and fills on the line of the railway; and it seems to me that, under the cireum- 
stances stated, the company should, whenever the ground lends itself to a separation 
of grades, provide a farmer with a bridge or an undercrossing, to enable him to get 
from the front to the back portions of his farm without the inconvenience anid danger 
of a level crossing. It may be said that a landowner can be compensated in money 
for the location of a line of railway through his property; and possibly that is true in 
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some cases; but it is extremely difficult to determine what amount of money would — 
adequately recompense a man for the danger, inconvenience, and extra labour involved 
in constantly crossing and driving live stock to and fro over a railway on his farm. 

I therefore think that the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Com- 
pany should construct bridges and an undercrossing instead of grade crossings on the 
farms hereinafter referred to. I know that these, in most cases, will cost the railway — 
company more money than grade crossings would cost, but I cannot see why, in such ~ 
cases, farmers should be made to suffer simply to enable a company to construct a 
cheaper line of railway. 

First—tThe eases of A. A. Colwill, J. Richard, and T. Penfound. 

The railway crosses Mr. Colwill’s farm in a cut of considerable depth, extending 
for some distance on each side of his farm lane, which he has used for years past to go 
from the front to the back end of his farm. Mr. Rickard has had a farm lane running 
from the front to the rear of his farm, used many years for farm purposes. This lane 
is now severed by a cut over twenty feet deep, and if the cut is not spanned by a bridge, 
he can reach the rear part of his farm only by using a portion of his land for a long 
diversion of his lane down a somewhat steep hill and up the said hill on the opposite 
side of the railway; and, if the diversion is made, he will have to haul manure to, and 
his firewood with all the crops grown on, the rear portion of his farm, down or up the — 
hill in question, and run the risk of driving his live stock to and fro over a level cross- _ 
ing at the mouth of a deep cut, three or four times a day in the case of milch cows, and 
all animals which would have to cross the railway for water. Mr. Penfound’s case is 
precisely the same as that of Mr. Rickard, except that the cut across his lane is a couple 
of feet deeper and the hill quite a bit steeper. 

In my opinion, the railway company should construct bridges at these three 
crossings. 

In Colwill’s case, the crossing should be made so that the middle of the bridge 
will be midway between two rows of apple trees on the south side of the cut, some- 
where between 100 and 200 feet east of the present lane, as may be agreed upon 
between the parties. In the case of Rickard and Penfound, the bridges should be oppo- 
site the existing lanes. 

Second—The case of Mr. R. R. Stevens, lot 16, concession 1, township of Darling- 
ton. 

The railway will be ten or eleven feet over the lane running from the front to the 
back of Mr. Stevens’ farm. He has offered to take an undercrossing with a 10-foot 
clearance; but the company insists that he should climb a steep hill and take a level 
crossing at a point suggested by it. 

I think Mr. Stevens’ application should be granted giving him a proper under- 
crossing 15 feet wide with 10-foot headroom. 

Therefore in brief, I may say that, in my opinion, orders should go for separation 
of grades as above at the four farm crossings in question. 

Commissioner Mills concurred. 

Ordered accordingly. 

April 21, 19138. 


RE C. L, 0. AND W. RY. CROSSING FARM OF W. S. PROVINS, KINGSTON, ONT. 


In re the complaint of W. S. Provins, Kingsford, Ont., in reference to the matter of 
an agreement between him and the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
Railway Company, regarding crossings over the railway on his farm, alleging 
that when he made the said agreement he was not aware that there was to be 
an 8-foot cut through the centre of his farm, which cut will, he says, interfere 


more or less with the view from each of the proposed crossings at opposite sides 
of the farm. ; 
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Mr. CoMMISSIONER MILLS: 


4 Regarding the matter of this complaint, I beg to state that, in my opinion, when 
a farmer is asked to accept a crossing at one side of his farm, some distance from the 
main lane through the farm, he should be provided with a 20-foot lane on each side 
of the railway, leading from his main lane to the crossing placed on the side of his 
farm to avoid expense to the railway company. 

So, after a personal inspection of Mr. Provins’ farm and the proposed grade 
crossings thereon, in company with the Assistant Chief Commissioner, I think two 

grade crossings should be given him as agreed; and, in order to avoid the purchase 

and fencing of lane diversions to two crossings on opposite sides of the farm, one of 
the said crossings should be, not at the west side of the said farm, but in line with 
his main lane through the farm, and be constructed in accordance with the “ Regula- 

itons of the Board Regarding Farm Crossings,” issued on the 17th J anuary, 1910,— 

with emphasis on section 1 (b) and section 3 of the said regulations; and the other 

as proposed, at or near the eastern boundary of lot 3, which latter crossing—to be 
used chiefly for live stock—can easily be made at very small cost. 
The crossing on lot 4 to be at a point to be agreed upon between the railway com- 

_ pany and the owner of the land. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott. concurred. 

Ordered accordingly. 

May 16, 1913. 


RE C. N. 0, RY. CROSSING FARMS OF J. J. STINSON AND ROBERT MOORE, TP. NEPEAN, ONT. 


In re the application of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company for 
authority to construct under-crossings at stations 667-80 and 668-10, on the 
farms of J. J. Stinson and Robert Moore, respectively, lots 11 and 12, conces- 
sion 2, township of Nepean, county of Carleton, Ont. 


Mr. CoMMIsSIONER MILLs: 

| Mr. Moore objected to the location of the crossing at one side of his farm on the 
‘ground that it would be inconvenient for him and would involve him in considerable 
“unnecessary expense in the handling of his live stock and the working of a portion of 
his farm; and he applied to the board for an order directing the company to con- 
‘struct his crossing in line with the main lane, or farm road, running from his build- 
ings through the farm to a level crossing over the Canadian Pacific railway. 

| The case was heard at Ottawa on the 6th May, 1913, and was reserved for further 
consideration before final action by the board. 

| The location of the proposed crossing at one side of Mr. Moore’s farm, some dis- 
tance from the main lane running from his buildings through the farm, is the least 
expensive location for the company; but it will undoubtedly be inconvenient for Mr. 
Moore and will force him to spend more time and pay more for labour than would be 
necessary if he were allowed to go by the direct route, along the main lane through his 
farm, as hitherto. It should, however, be borne in mind that the company has volun- 
tarily offered to give Mr. Moore a farm subway of the regulation width of 15 feet. 
By such a crossing, danger will be avoided and Mr. Moore’s inconvenience and his 
xtra expense will be less than they would be, if he had to use a grade crossing on any 
dart of his farm; so I think the matter may. be equitably arranged by authorizing the 
ailway company to construct the said undercrossings on the location applied for, on 
*ondition that it provide, for Mr. Moore’s use, a 20-foot lane, on the north side of its 
‘ight of way, extending from his undercrossing to the main lane, or graded road, 
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which runs through his farm to a level crossing over the Canadian Pacific railway; 
and my opinion is that the matter should be disposed of by an order to that effect. 
May 23, 1913. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott: 


When Mr. Moore was paid for land and damages, it was admittedly with the 
understanding that he was to put up with the inconvenience and danger of a level cross- 
ing at a grade 5 feet high and the company having increased the grade so as to make 
a level crossing impossible, has offered to give him, at large expense, 400 feet from his 
main farm lane, a 15-foot undercrossing of the regulation height, which, in the 
opinion of the board, places Mr. Moore in a better position than he would be with a 
grade crossing in line with his farm lane, or at any other point on his farm. . 

Therefore, after due consideration, the board has concluded that the offer of the 
company is a reasonable one; and that an order should go approving of the construc- 
tion of a subway at the point shown on the plan, and in accordance therewith. 


™. PP “i a,< 
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Commissioner McLean concurred. 
Order issued as applied for. 
May 31, 1913. 


RE CATTLE PASS—JOHN SCISSONS, TP. MARCH, ONT. 


Complaint of John Scissons, South March, Ont., relative to refusal of Canadian 
Northern Ontario Ry. Co. to provide a cattle pass on his property on Lot 11, Con. 3, Tp. | 
of March, Ont. 

Heard at Ottawa, June 4, 1913. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close of 
the hearing: 


ee ee een 
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It appears that, when the agreement was made to sell the land to the railway com-_ 
pany, it was pointed out by the company’s agent that the landowner could not have < 
a cattle pass. It looks to me as if the railway company’s agent was right; that as — 
things appeared there could not be a cattle pass: I am not now sure that the opening — 
which the applicant wants with a head room limited to four feet, six inches, will be- 
enough. However, that is what he is willing to take; and without disturbing the 
existing agreement between the landowner and the railway company, the board feels 
disposed to let the landowner go on and do this improvement himself at his own 
expense and take it for what it is worth. It will be subject to supervision of the rail- 
way company. 

Mr. Armstronc: We will be satisfied with that. 

Tue Assistant Cuter Commissioner: I do not think an order will be necessary. 
Mr. Temple, you will see that your sectionman lets him go on there and dig it out for 
himself ? ; 

Mr. Tempte: Yes, sir. 


* 


RE FARM CROSSING—E. GOOD, TP. NEPEAN, ONT. 


Application Canadian Northern Ontario Ry. Co. for approval of plan of farm cross- 
ing for Mr. E. Good, Lot 5, Con. 6, Tp. of Nepean. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr: 


This matter came before the board at our sittings at Ottawa on the 4th June; 
and, although the majority were of the opinion that the request of the landowne 
for a farm crossing at the points “A”—‘‘A” shown on the plan on this file should 
granted, we nevertheless felt that as the evidence was not very clear, it would be o 
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advantage if an inspection on the ground was made before an order was issued. An 
inspection of the locus in quo was made by two members of the board yesterday. 

Mr. Good has 100 acres of land, consisting of a long narrow strip about 675 feet 
in width adjoining a side road. The railway line cuts off the southwest end of the 
farm, leaving a triangular corner containing about 2-71 acres cut off from the rest 
of the farm. To get from one portion of his farm to the other across the railway 
track, Mr. Good wants a farm crossing parallel to and adjoining the side road. The 
railway company suggests that, instead of constructing the farm crossing, it should 
put gates from the two. portions of the farm leading on to the highway and build an 
approach; so that Mr. Good instead of crossing the railway by means of a farm cross- 
ing should go out on to the side road, cross over the tracks on the highway and turn 
back in again to his property on the other side of the track. 

Mr. Good has two objections to the railway company’s suggestion: One is, that in 
driving cattle from one side of the track to the other, if he had to use the highway, he 
would not have the gates which are found at farm crossings to control the movement 
of the cattle until he had an opportunity of seeing that the track was clear; and the 
other one is, that the grade of the highway is considerably higher than the portion of 
his property east of the track; and that it would be difficult, inconvenient, and 
dangerous for him to drive out of his field up the grade of approach to the crown of 
the highway. I think the first objection of the landowner is a good one; but, the 
other objection about driving up on to the highway, I think could be overcome by the 
railway company constructing an approach from the field to the highway which would 
fan out at the highway; thus giving an opportunity for a team of horses with a heavy 
load to be turned in the direction in which they were to go before the crown of the 
highway was reached. 

In the view I take of this matter, I think fhe wishes of the landowner should 
prevail. The obligation of the railway company to provide him with a farm crossing 
is contained in the first paragraph of section 252 of the Railway Act which read as 
follows :— 


“Every company shall make crossings for persons across whose land the 
railway is carried, convenient and proper for the crossing of the railway for 
farm purposes.” 


This is a direct obligation placed upon the company by the Railway Act to provide 
Mr. Good with a farm crossing; and, unless by contract or otherwise the landowner 
relieves the company from this obligation, I think the company should discharge the 
obligation. The method suggested by the company, giving the landowner a way from 
one part of his farm to the other across the railway, is not considered convenient or 
proper by the landowner; and I think his position is well taken. 

As to the exact location of the company’s right of way where the farm crossing’ 
should be constructed, I am of the opinion that the point at which Mr. Good has asked 
for a crossing, which is indicated by the letters ‘“A”—“A” on the plan, is the proper 
place; because Mr. Good will then be able to use his boundary fence as one of the 
fences to a lane leading to the crossing, if at any time he decides to construct a lane 
on his property. 

, I think, therefore, an order may now issue in accordance with the oral judgment 
pronounced at the hearing, which we now confirm. 


Commissioner Mills concurred. 
June 14, 1913. 


Mr. Commissioner McLran: 

I do not feel that I can add anything to what J said at the hearing. I have since 
seen the situation on the ground, and do not see any reason to change the opinion I 
expressed at the hearing. 

Order in accordance with judgment of Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, isstied. 
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RE CATTLE PASS UNDER C. N. R. RY.—WILLIAM AND ROBERT WILSON, TOWNSHIP WEST- 
MEATH, ONT. 


Application of Wm. and Robert Wilson for a livestock or cattle pass under the 
Canadian Northern Ontario Ry. on Lot 26, Con. “B,”’ Tp. of Westmeath, county of 
Renfrew, Ont. 


Mr. Commissioner Minzs: 


The board has had much difficulty in settling disputes between farmers and railway 
companies regarding the construction of live stock and cattle passes under railways. 
It had to dispose of half a dozen such cases at a recent hearing in Toronto; and it 
frequently has as many as four or five written appeals in a week. 


Hence it may not be amiss to discuss the situation briefly in connection with 


this case. 

Injury to property.—With a view to promoting the public interest, Parliament 
has gone a long way and incurred serious responsibility in authorizing companies to 
construct railways through farms, orchards, and buildings in almost any direction 
they think proper, and compelling farmers to submit thereto. 


No one who realizes what is involved, will buy a farm crossed by a railway, unless — 


at a very considerable reduction from the price of similar land in the locality. 

By the construction of a railway across his land, a farmer is done an irreparable 
injury. He may be compensated to a certain extent, but, under normal circumstances, 
he cannot be adequately paid for the injury done to his property. 

Hence the contention, however honest it may be, that a farmer should accept, 


“= 


for the portion of his land taken by a railway company, something near the average — 


price per acre of land in the locality, is manifestly unwarranted. 


In re live stock—Cattle and other farm animals are in the fields during about 
seven months of the year—say from the middle of April to the middle of November-— 
in which months there are 182 working days. 

Except in rare instances, women and children cannot safely drive live stock over 
a railway crossing at grade. Animals often turn right or left, and run along tle rail- 
way track or the grass-covered bank on one side or other of the track. A man is 
required for the work. 

During the seven busy months, the hired man on a farm is working: a team at 
least two-thirds of the time—say two-thirds hauling out manure, ploughing, cultivating, 
harrowing, drilling, rolling, mowing, reaping, hauling in hay, hauling in grain, cul- 
tivating fallow ground, hauling firewood, ete. During the remaining third of the 
said months, he is employed at other work, without a team—repairing fences, cutting 
weeds, threshing, turning and piling manure, cleaning threshed grain, cutting firewood, 
CLG, 


¥ 


Pe ash PRE 


Thus it appears that the man in question has to drive the live stock on the farm 


across the railway during seven months of the year, six times a day in dry, hot weather 


(when it is necessary to water animals morning, noon, and evenings, but usually only ; 


four times a day—cows to be milked and all live stock (horses, steers, cows, and 


smaller animals, young and old) to be watered, unless there is a constantly available 


supply of water on both sides of the railway. 

Common labourers are paid 25 cents an hour, or at the rate of $2.50 for a ten-hour 
day, in Toronto and Ottawa; and the hired man on a farm costs the farmer—money, 
board, and lodging—at least 20 cents an hour, or $2 for a ten-hour day. 

A wagon with a team is paid 66% cents per hour, or $6 for a nine-hour day, in 
Toronto; and 58.89 cents per hour, or $5.30 for a nine-hour day in Ottawa. 

It is, therefore, well within the mark to say that a man and a team are worth 40 
cents per hour, or $4 for a ten-hour day, on a farm. 


i 
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The man with his team turns out at 7 a.m.; and a short time afterwards he has to 
leave his team in the field for at least half an hour, to drive the live stock across the 
railway and drive them back as soon as they are watered. He has to do the same thing 
before six o’clock in the evening; and, even when there is available water on both sides 
of the railway, he must drive ‘lie cows home to be milked and take them back after 
milking, morning and evening. An hour per day is thus spent by the man for two- 
thirds of seven months, or 120 working days, during which hour his team is idle; and 
for one-third of seven months, or sixty working days, when he is working without a 


- team. 


So, however the farmer may arrange matters, he has to have his man, with or with- 
out a team, leave his work morning and evening, for at least half an hour each, to 
drive the live stock to and fro across the railway, which, in brief, means as follows:— 


Time of man and team one hour per day for 120 days 
during which hour his team is idle), at 40 cents per 


hour, amounts to .. .... .. $48 00 
Time of man alone one hour per ee fos Bess ies at 20 

CENts WOT MOM AMOMNtSTOs', sc. ip coeds a ces pees. - 42 00 

PL GRB A Dele CAT en air Saat a Kaa ease viak Xe as a OO OO 


No account being taken of Sundays or mid-day watering in dry, hot weather, 
which may be taken as offsetting occasional days when the team in question will be 
idle because of rain or a drive away from the farm. 

It requires $1,200 at 5 per cent to yield $60 a year; and hence a railway company 
should, I think, be willing—even anxious—to give a farmer an adequate livestock or 
cattle pass under its railway wherever it,is possible to do so, even by going two or three 
feet below ground level, in order to avoid damages-under this head. 

I may add that the above estimate does not take into account the inconvenience, 
loss of time, and everlasting annoyance caused by the opening and shutting of two 
gates every time a team is driven across the railway—it may be ten or more times a 
day during portions of haying and harvest. 

The application in the Wilson case is made on the ground that when the right of 
way agent of the railway company asked William Wilson, one of the two brothers, . 
what he wanted for the right of way through his farm—it being assumed by both 
parties that a crossing over the railway “covenient and proper for farm purposes ” 
(as set out in the Railway Act) would be provided by the company—the said William 
Wilson answered in the presence of his brother Robert, that he wanted $500 and a 
cattle pass; and that the said agent replied that the fill, or dump, where a cattle pass 
for both farms would be required, being only 6 feet or thereabouts, no cattle pass 
could be constructed, but that he would furnish grade-level crossings and give each of 


them $500 cash. 


ary A 


It turns out that the fill in question is 7-8 feet “ sub-grade” (as stated in a letter 
written by Mr. Temple, and assistant solicitor for the company, on May 22, 1913,) or 
nearly 10 feet from ground level to top of rail. Hence the appeal for a cattle pass. 

The right of way agent denies the statement attributed to him by the Wilson 
brothers,—that the height of the fill across their property would not exceed 6 feet or 
thereabouts; and Mr. Temple wrote that, in the case of Mr. R. Wilson, Mr. Barbour, 
on one occasion, was present with Mr. Barchfield, the said right of way agent, and 
explained to Mr. R. Wilson, personally, the height of the fill; but Mr. R. Wilson, in 
a letter written on the 13th September, 1913—three days before the hearing of the case 
—replied, that Mr. Barchfield, the right of way agent, in answer to a question had 
told him that the fill where the cattle pass was desired would not exceed 6 feet or there- 
abouts; and that the dump which Mr. Barbour, in company with Mr. Barchfield 
explained to him, was across a highway which he wanted Mr. R. Wilson to accept 
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instead of a erossing on his farm; and, on examination at the hearing, Mr. Barbour 
admitted that the fill which he had discussed with Mr. R. Wilson was across the high- 
way and that the height which he had mentioned was “sub-grade”, or about 2 feet 
less than the actual height from the ground level to the top of the rail. 

Mr. Temple maintains that the $500 paid to each of the applicants was to cover 
the right of way and all damages; but he admits that there is nothing on record to — 
show that there was any agreement or understanding to that effect. 

Mr. Temple also calls attention to the fact that he has looked up the company’s 
right of way files, and has found that it has closed purchases for right of way lots 
immediately in that neighbourhood, as follows:— 


HK. Delaney, N. 4 lot: 27;-3-04 ares ta, 0a el ee ean eee 


A. Carnerice,, S$. 4 lot 27, 2-96. acres. 29. scraans eieee eee a ee ; 
Géo. "Thrasher; lot 96;1-93 “acres, to ee Se ee eee 4 
Jas. MeDonagh, 8. 4 lot 24,-2:93 aeres.. 2. -.5 1.0 4). eee) 400 : 
J, Re Davidson; lot: 23; 1:81 seresif. ¢. ae ee a ee 4 


vi 


It should, however, be borne in mind, that there is a great deal of rock in that 
part of the country, and Mr. Temple has furnished no information as to the character 
of the land in any of the above cases, while Mr. William Wilson, at the hearing of 
the cases, alleged that in most, if not all, of the cases referred to the land was rocky, 
and, in some instances required considerable cutting,—adding that the land which the 
company is crossing on his farm is first-class, and that if the company will go some 
distance further north on his farm, he will give it a right of way for nothing. 

The height from ground level to top of rail being nearly 10 feet, there should be 
no difficulty about drainage; so, considering the facts admitted and the statements 
made as above, I think it is clearly a case in which, as already intimated by the 
board, a livestock pass should be constructed on the line between the two farms in 
question, wide enough to allow cows and horses to pass one another when they happen 
to meet in the passage (say 64 feet in height by 6 feet in width); and that the com- 
pany should be authorized to arbitrate the matter, if it thinks it has paid the appli- 
eants too much for the land taken and the damages resulting from severance, with 
the inconvenience and loss of time caused by the opening and closing of gates in 
driving across the right of way,—apart from the use and benefits of a live stock pass. 


September 23, 1913. 


ee ee re tS ah Bintang” re 
ne ORI aE earn TD Git ire 
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Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott: 


I agree with Dr. Mills that there should be a cattle pass constructed on the line 
between the farms of William and Robert Wilson; but, only on the conditions that 
within two weeks from the issuance of the order the landowners pay back the money. 
they received from the railway company; and, that if the parties after the construc- 
tion of the cattle pass are unable to agree de novo on the compensation to be paid 
the landowners, it should be determined by arbitration under the Railway Act. 


September 24, 1913. 


Mr. Commissioner McLEAn: 


I agree with the recommendation as to the construction of the cattle pass, and 
on the condition as set out by the assistant chief commissioner. Each application for — 
a cattle pass must of necessity be dealt with as a question of particular facts. It is — 
impossible in such a matter to lay down hard and fast rules. The present application 
is one which is determined on the facts peculiar to it. 

In so far as the positions laid down by Commissioner Mills imply that there are 
additional damages, as set out, for which compensation should be rendered, I am 
unable to agree. What may be considered by arbitrators acting under the Railway 
Act is fully established. The board has no power to go beyond the Railway Act, or 
to say that in addition to compensation for the land taken and the damages arising 
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from severance additional factors should be considered -bearing on additional damages 
to be awarded. It is sufficiently clear that the Railway Act contemplates full com- 
pensation for the land taken and the damages arising from severance. 

Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 

September 24, 1913. 


Mr. Commissioner Mitts (postcript) : 


Referring to the last clause in Commissioner McLean’s judgment, I may say that 
I am entirely in accordance with his statement that “the Railway Act contemplates 
full compensation for the land taken and the damage arising from severance”; and 
all I intended in that part of my judgment dealing with live stock, was a brief dis- 
cussion of a portion of the damages which result from severance when a eattle pass 
‘in not provided. 

September 26, 1913. 


RE FARM CROSSING—-H. RAY—TIP. MAROH, ONT. 


Application of Henry Ray for farm crossing under the tracks of the Canadian 
Northern Railway, in the township of March. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr: 


Henry Ray applies to the board for an order directing the railway company to 
give him an undercrossing through a trestle which carries the track across Ray’s 
farm. At the point where Ray wants the opening in the trestle left, there is a clear 
opening from the ground to the supports underneath the rails of 14 feet. I have 
visited the location. There was at the time an opening through a trestle which was 
being used for a farm crossing, and which in all probability would be left open for 
eight or ten years, during the life of the timbers. 

The railway company’s answer to the application is that the applicant agreed 
with the company to take a level crossing. The agreement, which is dated April 27, 
1912, and signed by Mr. Ray is as follows:— 

“The undersigned being the owner of part of lot 25 in the 3rd concession 
of the township of March and county of Carleton hereby agrees to sell and 
convey to the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company, in fee simple, 
free from all encumbrances, with immediate possession from this date, so 
much of the said lands and appurtenances as may be required by the company 
for the right of way and other requirements of its railway, as shown on plans 
thereof deposited, or to be deposited, in the registry office for the said county 
at $1,175 (eleven hundred and seventy-five dollars) lump sum including all 
damages for severance or depreciation. The above sum includes the extra land 
required to extend the grade for farm road outside of right of way. Fences to 
be returned to the culvert in order to allow cattle to pass through to have 
one level farm crossing at or near the present farm road. 

Money to be paid in sixty days. 

The undersigned’ acknowledges that no verbal promises have been made 
to him by the agent.” 


The agreement was signed before the railway was constructed across Mr. Ray’s 
property. I do not know wether he was shown a plan or not; but, I think it can be 
assumed that at the time the agreement was made, he did not understand the nature 
of the work the company contemplated doing on his farm. Mr. Ray appeared at the 
hearing and did not impress me as being a man who would be a match for the astute 
right of way agent of the company who made the bargain with him. A disinterested 
witness told us at the hearing that the hargain was made in a hotel at Ottawa: that 
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Ray had been drinking, and, in his opinion was not in a fit condition to make an 
agreement. 
After visiting the location of the company’s tracks across Mr. Ray’s farm, Mr. 
Mountain, chief engineer of the board, made the following report :— 
“Tn accordance with instructions of the board I accompanied Assistant 
Chief Commissioner Seott and Commissioner Goodeve to South March in con- 
nection with Henry Ray’s crossing. 
This man has a fill across his farm anywhere from 15 to 20 feet. There is 
a permanent trestle across most of this at a height of at least 15 feet over the 
ground. The proper method of crossing is by an undercrossing at the west 
bend of the permanent trestle, which should be a permanent undercrossing. 
No other crossing should be considered.” 


Section 252 of the Railway Act places the obligation of the company of supplying» 
a farmer whose land is crossed by the railway with a crossing which is “ incon- 
venient and proper for the crossing of the railway for farm purposes.” 

At the time I visited the farm of Mr. Ray, the railway company was constructing 
a ramp to carry a farm lane up over the railway tracks on the level. According to a 
plan submitted by the railway company the grade on this ramp was to be 1 in 12; 
and, on the east side from the centre of the track to the point where the ramp would 
run out it is nearly 200 feet long, and crosses over a creek before reaching the tracks. 
I do not think such a crossing could ever be considered convenient and proper for 
farm purposes. 

The width of the roadway, which the railway company proposes to build upon 
to the level crossing is about 8 feet. Too narrow for a farm wagon to turn upon it. 
There would be no escape for a man who had started up that ramp towards the track 
if his horses became freightened at a passing train. The board, by general order 
No. 55, issued regulations requiring a railway company to submit plans of all farm 
crossings to the board where the height of the embankment was 11 feet or over. This 
regulation of the board was not complied with by the railway company in the present 
case. 

Were it not for the agreement, all the circumstances in this case point strongly 
to the conclusion that the undoubted duty of the railway company in this case was 
to have given Ray an undercrossing. Counsel for the railway company frankly 
admitted at the hearing that it was the policy of the company in all cases to endeavour 
to save itself from having to give a farmer an undercrossing. That was undoubtedly 
the principle that the railway company followed in the present case; because I thi 
the company paid Ray more than his land was worth; and, it is fair to assume, that in 
paying him the amount it did, it realized it was being relieved of an obligation placed — 
upon it by the Railway Act to give him an undercrossing. * ; 

The board is, of course, not bound by a contract which a railway company and an 
individual may enter into, if it appears to us to be in contravention of the Railwa " 
Act; or, for other well defined reasons recognized by the courts of the province, it 
should be considered void or voidable. Nevertheless, I very much dislike interfering 
with an agreement if it had been fairly entered into by both parties. In the present — 
case, if justice can be done to both the railway company and Ray, I think the apreaae 
ment should be ignored. Our duty is, to see that the Railway Act is followed and that 
this farmer is given a convenient and proper crossing. 

The opening through the trestle, for an undercrossing actually exists to-day an 
has in fact been used; and, if the railway company can be put back in the positio 
that it was in before the agreement was made, I think it should be ordered to provi 
Ray with a permanent undercrossing. I think an order should go for such a ecrossi 
on condition, that within thirty days Ray gives to the railway company a satisfacto 
bond for the payment back of any amount he may have received in excess of what t 
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parties may agree upon, or may be determined by arbitration, to be fair compensation 
_ for the land taken and damages done by the railway. The giving of a satisfactory 

undercrossing to be considered in reduction of damages. The parties will, if this bond 
is given, be in a position to start afresh and determine what amount of the $1,175 
Ray should be permitted to keep bearing in mind that he igs to have an undercrossing 
instead of a crossing at grade, 

Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred, 

February 11, 1914. 


Mr. Commissioner McLean: 


An agreement was duly entered into between the applicant and a representative 
of the railway. It may be, as alleged, that the applicant made an improvident bar- 
gain; it may be that there was a lack of mutual agreement of understanding as to the 
terms of the‘agreement. It is not alleged that the words of the agreement are other- 
wise than clear and explicit. If the agreement is to be voided for cause, it is a matter 
which, in my opinion, falls more properly within the jurisdiction of a tribunal other 
than the board. Under the circumstances, I do not feel free to express an opinion 
‘upon the merits while the agreement stands. 

February 12,1914. “ 


G.T.R. AND C.N.O.R. SUBWAY, PLAINS ROAD, WEST OF BURLINGTON JUNCTION, ONT. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott: 


This matter was heard by Commissioner Goodeve and myself at a sitting at Ham- 
ilton on the 28th May last, and after an inspection of the locus um quo, Commissioner 
Goodeve concured in a memorandum of mine, dated 16th August, requiring a subway 
to be constructed to carry the highway under the existing tracks of the Grand Trunk 
and the tracks of the Canadian N orthern Ontario railway; the location plan of the 
line of that company to be amended so that the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway 
Company’s tracks will cross the highway in question beside the tracks of the Grand 
Trunk. . 

By order No. 17369, dated 30th August, 1912, the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany’ was ordered to prepare a plan of the proposed subway, and the question of the 
apportionment of the cost of the said work was reserved. In compliance with the 
order, the Grand Trunk have filed a plan of a subway. In accordance with the arrange- 
ment, the different municipalities whom the board thought might be benefitted by the 
construction of the subway have filed submissions in writing of their contentions with 
regard to the distribution of the cost of the work. 

There are two points therefore, yet to be considered; one is, as to the character of 
the subway; and the other is, as to the apportionment of the cost of its construction. 

With regard to the character of the subway, the Grand Trunk Railway Company 
has filed a plan showing a curve in the highway so that the subway would pass under 
the tracks of the railway companies at right angles thereto instead of on an acute 
angle as the highway is now traversed by the railway tracks. In submitting the plan 
the railway company suggested putting a curb down the middle of the subway so as to 
divide the traffic on the highway going in different directions to prevent collision. This 
idea of separating the traffic on the highway with a curb was one which the board 
thought worthy to be submitted to the municipalities interested, inasmuch as a right 
angle subway would be very much cheaper than a subway on the present line of the 
highway; and, as there would have to be some contribution from the municipalities 
interested, they might deem it wise to approve of the less expensive method of con- 
struction. - : 

After submitting the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s proposal to the muni- 
cipalities we thought interested, we received very forceful objections to the right angle 
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subway from them. It seems-to me that bearing in mind the importance of this high- 
way and the fact that I think there should be some municipal contribution to the cost 
of the subway, the board should not deviate from its determination to have the subway 
follow the line of the highway as closely as possible, as expressed in my memorandum 
of August last. I therefore, would refuse approval of the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany’s plan. 

This is one of the main highways between Toronto and Hamilton, and is one ~ 
of those selected for improvement under the “good roads” scheme of the Ontario 
Government. A single span is, of course, more desirable than two spans with abutments 
‘1 the middle where it is feasible from an engineering point of view to have that 
character of construction. In the present case, if the subway was on the exact line of 
the highway a single span would be practically impossible owing to the length the steel 
work would have to be to carry the railway over the highway. Supports in the middle 
of a subway are thought by some to be objectionable, and in the present case the curb 
which the railway company shows down the middle of the subway, which it proposes 
is strongly objected to by some of those interested in the highway. 

T have, therefore, had our engineer prepare a plan showing a single span opening 
of 35 feet as nearly on the highway line as it can be put consistent with reasonable 
expenditure. The angle is one of forty-five (45°) degrees, and the approaches are 
nicely rounded out to join the highway on each side. This subway would cost about 
$44,000; and I think should be approved of by the Board. 

A subway on the straight line of the highway with supports in the centre, our 
engineer estimates would cost about $119,000, and would be 240 feet long under the 
railway tracks. Apart from the excessive cost, our engineer has other objections to 
such a subway and cannot recommend it. 

What he now suggests will, I think, make a satisfactory subway from the point 
of view of the public travelling on the highway. The level crossing which we find 
there to-day is a very dangerous one, and it will be a substantial benefit to the resi- 
dents of the surrounding district to have this danger eliminated. To bring this 
about, the Board in all such cases, think it fair to assess a portion of the cost on the 
municipalities interested. In this case I have come to the conclusion that it is fair 
to ask the village of Burlington, and the township of Nelson, each to contribute 
something towards the cost of the work. After carefully considering what these 
municipalities have submitted to the Board, and all the other circumstances affecting 
this matter, I believe a contribution of 5 per cent of the cost of the work, after 
deducting a contribution of $5,000 from the Railway Grade Crossing Fund, would be 
reasonable. Where we assess a portion of the cost on a township, or a village, we do 
not as a rule assess an additional portion on the county; and we will not do so in this 
case. 2 

Before leaving the question of municipal contribution, I would lke to point out 
for the benefit of those interested that under the Ontario Municipal Act, any munici- 
pality ordered by this Board to contribute towards the cost of a work of this character. 
may raise the money to pay its share by debenture, without special legislation, an 
without submitting a by-law to a vote of the people. This makes an easy and simpl 
method for municipalities to raise money for works of this kind without impairin 
the amount raised by their annual taxes which is required for other purposes. 

The Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company at first desired to cross thi 
highway with its tracks about one-half a mile away from the place where we hav 
ordered this subway. In order that this additional level crossing of the highwa 
might be prevented, the Canadian Northern were ordered to amend its location plat 
to show a crossing over the highway adjoining the Grand Trunk Railway Com 
pany’s tracks. In this way the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company would 
contribute its fair proportion of the ‘cost of the subway. At this point, it appea 
by the plan of our engineer submitted to the Board, that there will be one C.N. 
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track and four G.T.R. tracks. The travel on the Grand Trunk main line tracks 
is very heavy; as, in addition to all the Grand Trunk trains, these tracks are also used 
by the Canadian Pacific under an agreement with the Grand Trunk. The Canadian 
Northern are to have a single track at this point; and I presume for some years to 
come the traffic on it will not be very heavy. 

Bearing in mind the number of tracks and the probable user of them, it seems to 
me that 25 per cent of the cost of the work would be a fair proportion to place upon 
the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company. 

Under the Railway Act, which provides for a contribution for the separation of. 
grades out of a Government fund, we are permitted to give 20 per cent of the cost of 
such work as this; but, it must not exceed $5,000. Twenty per cent of the cost of this 
work would be greater than $5,000, but we are prevented by the Act from giving more 
than that amount. 

I therefore think that the cost of the work should be apportioned as follows :-— 


Contribution from Railway Grade Crossing Fund, $5,000. 


After deducting this contribution, the balance to be apportioned as follows :— 


pho wasaiproreNelgonce ss ule, poets | th oa. ek ore OO 
NIUE Vg 6s cA BA Pon a ug a ge oh Se 
CaNcO chailwaya@onmmanyes. 7%. \c.0 how cy ee sich, Pista OTE 
Cela iailwa ga COMA es cacki: tte si Whe fend bake Nai aie OO OG 


Commissoner Goodeve concurred. 
Order, in accordance with judgment, issued. 
March 17, 1913. 


RE DIVERSION KINGSTON LOTS 14 anp 15 TOWNSHIP DARLINGTON, ONTARIO, BY 
C. L. O. & W. RY. 


Application OC. L. O. and W. Railway Company, under section 237, for authority 
(1) to divert the Kingston road lots 14 and 15, concession 1, township Darlington, 
Bowmanville, Ontario; (2) to carry said diversion across tracks of said Railway by 
means of overhead bridge, mileage 149-5 (from Glen Tay) ; (8) to continue and connect 
diversion with Kingston road; (4) to divert road allowance between said lots 14 and 15, 
and connect with said diversion of Kingston road; the portions of said road and road 
allowance thus replaced by proposed diversions are to be closed. 


Mr. Commissioner GoopEvE: 


After a careful consideration of all the evidence submitted at the several hearings, 
and by correspondence on file, and a visit to the locus in quo accompanied by the 
Board’s assistant chief engineer, I have arrived at the following conclusion :— 

The first question to be considered by the Board is one of safety. The Board’s 
engineers have advised that there is no difference in the factor of safety between the 
plan of the proposed subdivision and one carried directly in line with the highway— 
that both are easily safe. I think, therefore, this factor may fairly be eliminated from 
the present case. : 

The next question, and one that was largely dwelt upon in the evidence sub- 
mitted, was that of utility and convenience. Referring to the plan submitted by the 
railway company you will see that this diversion will only make a difference of 150 
feet in the distance to be travelled, and the radius of the sharpest curve is 140 feet 
while that of the average street car at a corner of the street is 45 feet. The approaches 
to the bridge will be on a 5 per cent grade, while that existing on the present highway 
is 10-8 per cent grade. This being the governing grade for this district, the increased 
efficiency in haulage and speed of vehicular traffic would more than offset the increased 
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distance. The following figures show the tractive force required to draw a load of 
1 ton up grades of 5 per cent and 11 per cent:— 


Load Grade Tractive Force Required. 
One ton ~- 5 per cent 145 pounds. 
One ton 11 per cent 265 pounds. 


For a load of 1,000 pounds the tractive force required would be half the above 
figures; and for a load of 500 pounds one-quarter of the above figures. 

Drawing a load of 1 ton, which requires a tractive foree of 145 pounds on a 5 per 
cent grade, a horse should make 1388 feet per minute. 

Drawing a load of 1 ton, which requires a tractive force of 265 pounds on an 11 
per cent grade, a horse should make 75 feet per minute. 

For loads of 1,000 pounds and 500 pounds, the distances should be doubled. 

These figures show that the speed on a 5 per cent grade would be nearly double 
that on an 11 per cent grade with the same load, so that if the grade of 11 per cent on 
the hill near Bowmanville is 150 feet long, the increased distance on the proposed 
diversion would be about wiped out by the increased speed that one would be able to 
make on the 5 per cent grade. 

The railway crossing in the proposed diversion will be at an angle of 52 degrees as 
against an angle of 15 degrees in the road allowance; so that from the standpoint of 
utility it cannot be said there is a very large factor of difference. 

There remains the question of injury to private individuals in the immediate 
vienity. This involves many more considerations than appear on the surface, and any 
principle laid down is far-reaching in effect. It was very strongly urged that the mere 
question of costs should not weigh as against safety, utility and injury to private indi- 
viduals, and I think where the question of safety is involved, this is in a large measure 
true; but, I have shown that the factor of safety, and to a large extent, if not entirely, 
that of utility may be eliminated in this discussion, so that there remains but the factor 
of inconvenience and injury to private individuals, as against convenience and advan- 
tage to the public as a whole. Parliament has evidently recognized and provided for 
this difficulty; the following sections of the Railway Act making ample provision for . 
injury done to private individuals in the construction of railways. 

The provisions of the Act relating to compensation :—Under section 155, the com- 
pany, in the exercise of its powers is required to do as little damage as possible, and to 
make full compensation to all persons interested for all damage by them sustained by 
reason of the exercise of such powers. 

By section 175, empowering the company to take possession of or occupy Indian — 
lands, compensation must be made therefor. 

Under section 176 the company may take possession of........ the lands belonging 
to any other railway company, and if the parties fail to agree as to compensation, the — 
Board may fix such compensation. 

Section 179 empowers the company to use adjoining lands for the purpose of con- — 
structing or repairing its railway, or in the exercise of the powers conferred upon it, — 
provided such lands are not more than 600 feet distant from the centre of the located — 
line of the railway; and, further, that due compensation be made therefor. k 

So also under section 182, where a company enters into and upon lands lying — 
along its line of railway to erect and maintain snow fences, it may do this only 
subject to the payment of such land damages as are actually suffered. a 

Section 215 provides that the company may not take possession until payment 
of the compensation awarded for land taken has been made. 

Sections 192 and 200 deal with the procedure in determining and awarding com- 
pensation. 

By section 237, compensation to be paid by the company for land across or along 
the highway shall apply to land exclusive of highway crossing. 


ee 


a 


le 
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By section 6 of chapter 22 of the amending Act, 1911, the provision in the 
_ Railway Act (section 235) authorizing the construction along or across highways, 
was amended to provide that the company should make such compensation to adja- 
cent or abutting landowners as the Board should determine. 

It will be noticed by the amendment of 1911, that even where no land is taken 
by the railway company, the Board is to grant such compensation to adjacent or 
abutting landowners as it deems proper. 

If the Board laid down the principle that costs were not to be considered: in any 
order it might make, this would involve a very largély increased capital cost in the 
construction of our railways, and as the capital costs have a direct bearing on the 
freight and passenger rates charged, these would necessarily have to be increased. 
The estimated cost of the two plans made by the Board’s engineer is $12,000 for the 
proposed diversion, and $45,000 for an overhead crossing on the road allowance. 
The average cost of railway construction in Canada is $59,454 per mile, so that the 
difference involved here, viz., $33,000, would, if that principle were applied all over 
‘in the same ratio, increase the capital costs by more than one-half. 

| ‘Phe Board’s assistant chief engineer Simmons, who examined the locus in quo, 
has strongly recommended the proposed diversion, and this has been concurred in by 
the Board’s chief engineer Mountain. 

| In the memorandum of the chief engineer of the Board, dated April 10, oO Sat 
is stated as follows:— 


ye “This is a much less important road than Sunnyside avenue in Toronto, 
or the Lachine road at Rockfield, near Montreal, where the Board in both cases 
has put overhead constructions at a much sharper angle than this one, the 
Rockfield crossing being practically at an angle of 70 degrees, and that at 
Sunnyside avenue about an angle of 60 degrees, and no objections have been 
raised to these in any way. I should say the travel on the Lachine road is 
about ten times that on the Kingston road, and in addition we have recom- 
mended a 5 per cent grade, which will be an improvement over anything 
existing there now, they having now a 10-8 per cent grade. I have no hesit- 
ation in saying that, in my opinion, the plan, dated March 6, 1913, should be 
adopted, because it allows an easy curve on to the Kingston road to Bowman- 
ville.” 

| I think, therefore, the recommendation of the Board’s chief engineer should be 

cepted, and the plan filed under date of March 6, 1918, be approved; the bridge to 

‘e 25 feet in width, and the approaches on a 5 per cent grade. Detailed plans to be 

ubmitted to the engineer of the Board for his approval. 

Chief Commissioner Drayton and Commissioner McLean concurred. 
April 11, 1913. 


Chief Commissioner Drayton: 


I have had the opportunity of reading the carefully considered judgment of Mr. 
‘ommissioner Goodeve, agreed to by Mr. Commissioner McLean, and, after considera- 
‘on, concur in it. 

The plan of deviation was one, in the first instance, approved by the municipality. 
his approval does not bind the Board one way or the other, but is at least a circum- 
‘ance to be considered in the determination of the question. 

That solution appeared to the municipality, in the first instance at any rate, 

‘$ proper. 

| I think that the cross street as shown on the original plan should be carried at a 

‘tter angle, which can easily be done ; but with this change made, I would much 

Lefer the deviation shown on the first plan to that of the second, the distance between 

-e ramp and the railway being greater in the first instance, a matter of advantage, as, 
course, all horses in the neighbourhood of railways are more or less subject to alarm.. 
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I do not think the straight road now asked by the municipality is in its best 
interests. The maintenance of the highway on a trestle 135 feet long would be bound 
to be expensive, and the structure unsightly and unnecessarily obtrusive. To direct 
the company to carry the highway as now requested by the municipality would be to 
depart from the practice of this Board since its inception. No such solution of a 
highway crossing has ever—so far as I have been able to ascertain—been made. Satety 
should in all instances be considered before cost. Here, however, in each direction 
there is a clear view of five or six hundred feet; and one structure is practically as 
safe as the other. I think, however, that a solid fence should be erected on both ramps 
for the protection of drivers, in case green horses should become frightened by trains 
or by automobiles. 

The real objection of the railway’s plans as developed at the Board’s hearing is 
founded largely on the automobile danger. It is alleged that a firm of automobile 
dealers use this particular road as a place for testing out their machines at high rates 
of speed. It would occur to me that this is a matter for the local authorities to deal 
with, It is certainly not a reason for penalizing trade and commerce, and that danger — 
will exist on any elevated structure whether it be constructed on an absolutely straight 
line or constructed on the curve described in Mr. Commissioner Goodeve’s judgment. 

Regarding the question of costs, it is a mistake to talk of railways practically as 
public enemies. -While sometimes they are public nuisances, they are also public neces- 
sities; and it is a mistake to think that the result of any administering board by its 
orders causing the railway companies to waste money is merely hurting the railways. 
Railway revenues are paid, not by the railways but by the public, and any unneces 
sarily extravagant railway investment forms an unnecessary burden to a greater or less 
extent distributed directly on the traffic which the public supplies. 

A method of grade separation and deviation which the late chief commissioner, 
against the wishes of the municipality, found to be safe and proper for the crossing 
from King street to the Lake Shore road in Toronto, cannot, in my view, be 
described as dangerous and inefficient for a crossing of the Kingston road, in the 
township of Darlington, although near the flourishing town of Bowmanville. 

Order issued as applied for. P 

May 10, 1913. 


RE CHAMBERS STREET SUBWAY, SMITH’S FALLS, ONTARIO. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scotr: 


This matter was before the Board at the last December and January sittings. 
[Everybody agrees that the construction of a subway is the best solution of the diffi- 
culty. Our engineer recommends a width of 35 feet. I would like to see a wider 
subway than that put in, were it not for the fact as pointed out by the engineer that 
the work would be very expensive as there will be chiefly rock excavation. I think 
therefore, the width should be 35 feet, but it should be clear; that is, without any _ 
upright supports within that width. 

As to the question of cost. Chambers street is at one end of the company’s yard. 
There are four tracks crossing the highway at present, including the main line between 
Toronto and Montreal. There is considerable traffic on the railway over the crossing 
not merely for through trains, but for shunting purposes. In plans submitted by th 
‘ailway company, in addition to the existing four tracks, they show three more tracks 
It is quite clear, therefore, that separation of grades at this point will be of material 
advantage to the railway company. 

There is considerable travel on the highway. It is one of the main thorough 
fares into Smith’s Falls from the township of Montague. Some people having busines 
interests in Smith’s Falls, who reside out in the township, also use this highway. 
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We were told at the hearing that the total assessment of the township is a little 
over $700,000, and the population 1,741. I feel that the township should contribute ° 
something towards the subway; but, owing to its circumstances the contribution can 
only be a small one. 

The subway would undoubtedly be of considerable advantage to the town, and in 
accordance with our practice it should contribute something towards the cost. It must 
be borne in mind, however, that the town is agreeable to the closing of Pacific and 
James streets, and that the railway company has already got considerable advantage 
in its freedom from grade crossings in Smith’s Falls. 

The railway company submits that the total cost of the subway will be $141,000. 
It seems to me this is rather an excessive amount; but, in the dispositions of this 
matter which I suggest, the exact amount of the total cost is not a matter of import- 
ance. In passing, let me point out that of course the sum mentioned by the railway 
company includes a structure to hold up seven tracks, whereas there are only four on 
the ground to-day. The municipalities, of course, should not be expected to pay for 
any portion of the structure which would be required to hold up the extra three tracks. 

I therefore think that the cost of this work should be borne as follows :— 


PDL OL Mota gue nati “see vad MMS oldest andy &. GL cow co och seh 8000 
TES ciee SEN SPs Ce a gn ea pO 13,000 
Contribution, Railway Grade Orossing Fund.. .. ............ .. 5,000 


Chief Commissioner Drayton, and Commissioner Goodeve concurred, 


Commissioner Mitts: 


Considering ‘all the facts and circumstances in connection with this and other 
erossings and the closing of streets in Smith’s Falls, I think the amount placed upon 
the town is excessive; and for other reasons, I regard the sum required of the township 
as more than it should be asked to pay. Hence I am unable to concur in the above 
distribution of cost. 

Order, in accordance with judgment of Chief Commissioner Drayton, issued. 

April 22, 1913. 


CLOSING OF HIGIIWAYS—JURISDICTION OF BOARD. 


Applications were repeatedly being made to the Board by railway companies to have 
highways closed. 


Chief Commissioner Drayton: 


Some orders have in the past issued closing highways in so many words, and these 
orders are referred to by the railway companies in support of their requests for similar 
orders. In no instance, however, that I have been able to discover has any street been 
closed except where some highways forming part of a general scheme of rearrange- 
ment, have been diverted. Applications for orders closing highways come in in vary- 
ng forms, and it has become necessary to rule on the Board’s jurisdiction in connec- 
‘lon with the matter. 

The Board has no jurisdiction to close highways. The Board has the right to 
livert. Diversion implies two things: firstly, laying out of a new right of way for the 
dublic, that is, a highway across the railway company’s right of way; secondly, closing 
if the previous highway. The Board’s jurisdiction so far as closing is concerned, is 
‘onfined entirely to the extinguishment of the public right to cross the railway com- 
dany’s right of way. It can go no further. 

The appropriate order to be applied for and to be drawn by the law clerk, if the 
ipplication is granted, is an order authorizing the road diversion and the construction 
if a grade crossing on such diversion in accordance with the standard requirements 
£ the Board and as shown on the proper plans and profile, filed. Secondly, that, 
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after the diversion is made and grade crossing constructed thereon in accordance with 
the Board’s standard regulations, the railway company may close that portion of the 
existing road allowance, authority for the diversion of which is granted, within the 
limits of the railway company’s right of way. 

May 10, 1913. 


RB GATES—OSLER AVENUE—NORTH TORONTO, ONT. 


In re application of the City of Toronto for the installation of gates, to be operated 
day and night, at the crossing of Osler Avenue by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
in North Toronto. 


Mr. Commissioner MILLS: 


In October, 1911—about a year and a half ago—the question of protection at this 
crossing was briefly considered by the Board; but no order was made; so, on the 20th 
March, 1913, the city applied for the installation of gates, to be operated day and night, 
at the said crossing. 

Theré is a siding across the street on the south side of the two main tracks, another 
siding branching off northeast of the crossing, and a transfer track connecting with 
the main line northwest of the crossing. A couple of high board fences, a wood pile, 
and a number of buildings seriously interfere with the view of approaching trains 
The traffic on both the highway and the railway is heavy; there is some shunting over 
the crossing; the chief operating officer of the Board is inclined to think that protec- 
tion should be provided; and our chief engineer, after a personal inspection a few day 
ago, has recommended that gates, to be operated day and night, be installed at th 
crossing—20 per cent of the cost of installation to be paid out of “ The Railway Grad 
Crossing Fund,” and the remainder of the cost of the installation with the entire co 
of the operation and maintenance, to be paid by the city and the raliway company 
one-half (3) by each. 

Such is a brief statement of the facts; and I may add that I concur in the recom 
mendation of the engineer—the half-and-half division of the cost being partly due t 
the fact that it has not been clearly shown whether the railway right of way originall, 
crossed any portion of Edmund street on the north or Cooper avenue on the south, 
which street and avenue seemed to provide for a continuous route from the sout 
towards the north, the said route having subsequently been given the name of Osle 
avenue. 

Commissioner McLean concurred. : 4 


May 10, 1913. 2. 


GRAND TRUNK CO. V. CANADIAN PACIFIC RY. CO. 


The Grand Trunk Railway Company applied for an order requiring the Canil 
dian Pacific Railway Company to reconstruct bridge No. 145, mileage 12-23, 10th 
district of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s line, which carries the applicant 
company’s railway over the Canadian Pacifie Railway. 

The bridge was originally constructed by the Ontario and Quebee Railway Com- 
pany now owned and operated by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, under an 
agreement with the Midland Railway Company, now part of the Grand Trun 7 
System, of date February 21, 1883. 

Prior to the agreement referred to, the Ontario and Quebec Railway Compa 
filed its plans and commenced the construction of its railway, which necessitated foul 
crossings of the Midland line. Three were made by the construction of bridges, and 
the fourth—the crossing im question—situated near Myrtle, by an undercrossing, the 
result being that in three instanees the Grand Trunk trains ran underneath and in 
the case in question, over the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 
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The bridge in question was damaged by work of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company and is now supported by temporary structures. It has to be put into a good 
and sufficient state of repair by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, and perhaps 
reconstructed. The Grand Trunk Railway Company desires that the Canadian 
Pacifie Railway Company should strengthen and add to the bridge to permit of the 
operation of rolling stock of the present standard—the bridge is some thirty years 
of age—and the application involves an entirely new structure. 


Cuier Commissioner Drayton: 

The whole issue is as to whether or not the Grand Trunk is entitled to a bridge 
_ sufficient for modern requirements, or whether the responsibility of the Canadian 
Pacific is discharged by merely placing the present bridge in repair, or replacing it 
with a similar bridge of like character. 


The agreement provides :— 

“That the said several crossings above mentioned shall all be maintained 
at the cost of the Ontario Company (Canadian Pacific), and shall each always 
be maintained in a good and safe state, so as in no way to endanger the 
property, fixed or movable, of the Midland Company, and against all damages 
because of the construction or non-maintenance of the said crossings, and each 
of them, the Ontario Company shall and will save the Midland Company harm- 
less.” 


Mr. MacMurchy, for the Canadian Pacific, urges that “maintenance” merely 
means the preservation of the bridge in its former condition, or the substitution 
of a similar bridge; and Mr. Biggar’s submission is that “maintenance” must be 
construed as applying to the changing and increasing necessities of traffic. 

In addition to the above position taken by Mr. MeMurehy, he points out that no 
such intention can be drawn from the agreement, because where changes are to be 
made to meet altered conditions, the agreement specifically provides for them. The 
paragraph that he relies on reads:— : 

“That each of the said bridges shall be well and substantially built, and 
shall have a space in each case in the clear for the purpose of the Midland Com- 
~ pany (Grand Trunk), of the number of feet above expressed, and in each case 
shall be erected, kept, and at all times hereafter maintained in a good and suffi- 
cient state of repair, and at such a height above the Midland Company’s line of 
rails, as shall secure at least seven feet clear above the highest of any freight 
cars now or hereafter passing over the Midland Company’s said lines respec- 
tively, as provided in the statutes in that behalf now in force, or which may 
hereafter be passed by competent authority in that behalf; and this shall be done 
at the costs and charges of the Ontario Company (Canadian Pacific).” 


For the purposes of the Midland line it was necessary to provide for clearances— 
as are set out particularly in each case—where the surface of the right of way of that 
company was being interfered with by the Ontario Company’s line; otherwise the 

abutments of the different bridges might have been placed in such a manner as 
seriously to inconvenience the Midland’s operations; and I have no doubt that the 
clearances insisted on by the Midland were ample and sufficient for its purposes. 

In like manner, it was also necessary for the Midland to provide that bridges must 

be put at such a clearance overhead as would free the Midland from the restrictions of 
the Railway Act, and.allow a space of 7 feet between the top of its highest car and the 
_ obstruction over its line. 
| The case of the undercrossing is different. Here the abutments are built on the 
lower level to be traversed by the constructing company. The Midland is not con- 
cerned in clearances either above or below. 
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Having so far protected themselves, however, does the agreement under the usual 
rule absolve the company from any changes in connection with the undercrossing? 
In my view, it does not. 

The Midland Company received no consideration; and, in my view, no restriction 
of its right to use its property for railway purposes was contemplated. The construct- 
ing company doubtless could have got crossings under the order of the Railway Com- 
mittee, proper regard having been had to the rights of the senior line. Doubtless, for 
this reason the agreement was entered into; not with any thought that the operations 
of the Midland were to be in any way curtailed or hampered by the methods of crossing 
decided on. 

In my view, the word “ maintenance” has to be read in its wider sense, and 
entailed upon the constructing company the duty of maintaining the bridge in ques- 
tion as a part of the permanent way of the Grand Trunk line, and sufficient for the 
purposes of that company. 

I think the agreement does not defeat what I find to be the intention of the 
parties. The right of the Midland, and its successor the Grand Trunk, to run any 
and all trains over the bridges is unlimited. It certainly was within the knowledge of 
both contracting parties that the weights of engines, and other rolling stock, from time 
to time increased. The constructing company is protected from any unreasonable 
addition in the weight of rolling stock by the fact that the Grand Trunk has to— 
strengthen all its bridges before the heavier rolling stock can be used on the line. 
The additional weight of the Grand Trunk rolling stock is reasonable, and no heavier 
than, if as heavy as, that used by the Canadian Pacific. The Grand Trunk desires to 
make its whole line, from Lindsay to Whitby, available for what is known as “ E 50 
loading ”’, to enable that company to detour trains either from the main line between 
Whitby and Port Hope, or from the Port Hope-Midland line, making the carrying 
capacity of the branch equal to that of the line between North Bay and Port Arthur. 

Assuming that the work of the Canadian Pacific had never injured the bridge in 
question, its maintenance as an inefficient bridge would “endanger property, fixed or 
movable, of the Midland Company;” and the covenant “ against all damage because 
of the construction or non-maintenance of the said crossings, and each of them, the 
Ontario Company shall and will save the Midland Company harmless,” would apply. 

The terms of the agreement and the circumstances under which the interpretation 
of the word “maintenance” arises are different in this case from that between the 
Intercolonial Railway and the Grand Trunk Railway; but the general reasoning is 
entirely in support of the opinion now expressed. I entirely concur in the judgment of 
the late Chief Commissioner, Mr. Justice Killam, in that case. 

At the hearing I asked the parties to supply the Board with information as to the 
difference in cost between a bridge sufficient to carry the former traffic and the bridge 
required by railway conditions of to-day; but the parties have not supplied this infor- 
mation. The Board’s chief engineer will determine just what this difference is, and 
whether reconstruction of the present bridge would, in any event, be necessary, or 
whether mere repairs would be sufficient. 

An order will go for the construction of a bridge sufficient for to-day’s require- ° 
ments; detail plans and stress sheets to be submitted to an engineer of the Board for his 
approval, unless the engineer finds that the plans already submitted by the Grand 
Trunk Company are proper and reasonable. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
will build the bridge according to these plans, at its own cost; but I think that the Can- 
adian Pacific is entitled to have the opinion of the Supreme Court—should they desire 
it—as to whether or not the excess of cost, to be determined by the Board’s chief 
engineer, should, under the agreement, be borne by the company. In the event of the 
Supreme Court advising the Board that the Canadian Pacifie is not liable under the 
agreement, then, the Grand Trunk must pay the difference to the Canadian Pacific. 
Plans must be snbmitted and approved within thirty days, and the work completed in 
four months. 
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The Canadian Pacific, is, of course, entitled to the salvage of the present struc- 
ture. 


Commissioner Mills concurred. 
May 10, 1913. ° 


Mr. Commissioner McLgan: 


I am unable to agree with the direction of the Chief Commissioner that the cost 
of reconstruction of a bridge sufficient for to-day’s requirements should be borne by 
the Canadian Pacific Railway. With full appreciation of the reasoning of the late 
Mr. Justice Killam, as referred to by the Chief Commissioner in his judgment, I am 
unable to see that this reasoning indicates the pathway to be followed here. In so far 
as the new bridge is an improvement over the existing one, the improvement should 
be considered in the nature of an addition or betterment. 

In the agreement between the Midland Railway Company of Canada and the 
Ontario & Quebec Railway, it is recited that the agreement in respect of terms therein 
set out is an agreement in perpetuity. It is also recited :— 

“That the said crossings above mentioned shall all be maintained at the 
cost of the Ontario Company and shall each always be maintained in a good 
and safe state and so as in no way to endanger the property fixed or movable 
of the Midland Company and against all damage because of the construetion or 
non-maintenance of the said crossings and each of them the Ontario Company 
shall and will save the Midland Company harmless.” 


The matter, therefore, turns on the question of what is meant by the word 
“maintenance.” Maintenance, in my opinion, is clearly distinguishable from the 
reconstruction which creates an addition or betterment. An addition or betterment 
reflects the change in the investment of the carrier as a result of the work in question 
being done. Maintenance has been defined as including “such depreciation as may 
ordinarily be removed or offset by proper expenditures at such times as the worn-out 
parts may be economically replaced.”—Floy, Valuation of Public Utilities. p. 24. 

The Department of Railways and Canals has of recent years followed in its statis- 
tical practice the forms of returns from railways used by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. The Interstate Commerce Commission in dealing with the question of 
additions and betterments in connection with bridges, gives in substance the following 
direction :— 

“To this account shall be charged the excess cost of new bridges. ... over 
the cost of replacing in kind bridges.... removed or abandoned, including the 
cost of abutments, piers, supports, draw and pier protection. ... Haton’s Hand- 
book of Railroad Expenses, p. 345. ic 

If the Grand Trunk were reconstructing a bridge, it would, in following strict 
accounting practice, charge in its accounts this excess cost to capital. It would seem 
reasonable to follow the same practice where there is an agreement as to the main- 
tenance of a bridge by another company. I do not read the agreement as an under- 
taking in perpetuity on the part of the Ontario & Quebec Railway to reconstruct the 
bridge from time to time as the conditions of traffic vary. The agreement was made 
in the light of the knowledge at that time existing in respect of railroad condition. 
The Ontario and Quebec, or its successor in title, meets the requirements of the agree- 
ment by maintaining the bridge as it was constructed. 

It may be on account of the changed conditions on the Grand Trunk Railway, 
the present type of bridge prevents the Grand Trunk from making a full and efficient 
use of its facilities; but to my mind the primary obligation of the Ontario and Quebec 
Railway, or its successor in title, is discharged by maintaining the bridge as con- 
structed. The further question as to whether the full and efficient use of the Grand 
Trunk’s facilities should be impeded by the bridge as at present existing is one in 
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which the parties are at large, and independent of the terms of the agreement; and the 
question as to what distribution of costs should be made between the parties in respect 
of excess cost of a new bridge is something which should be determined independently 
of the terms of the agreement. 
Order in accordance with the judgment of Chief Commissioner Drayton, issued. 
May’ 14, 1913. 


G. T. R. CROSSING WEST OF VAUDREUIL STATION, QUEBEC. 


Mr. Commissioner GooneveE: 


The matter of protection of the Lake Shore road crossing was first brought to the 
attention of the Board by a report of its chief operating officer, dated April 8, 1910. 
The matter was set down for hearing at Montreal on April 28, 1910, before the Chief — 
Commissioner, Deputy Chief Commissioner, and Commissioner Mills, and no order 
was made. 

An application was then made by Mr. Biggar, on behalf of the G.T.R. asking the 
Board to issue an Order to the effect that no additional protection is necessary at this 
point. A memorandum appears on file from the late Chief Commissioner Mabee as 
follows :— 

“In answer to Mr. Biggar’s letter of May 25, 1910, in view of the report 
of Chief Operating Officer Nixon of 8th April, 1910, it is not possible that an 
order should issue dismissing this case without additional protection, unless 
Mr. Nixon’s report is complied with.” 


On December 22, 1911, an accident occurred at this crossing by which one Fer- 
dinand Trepanier was killed; a report of the accident being made by the Board’s 
Inspector Lalonde, in which he points out that while no one was to blame for this 
accident, as it was due to the carelessness of the victim himself, this is a busy highway 
with heavy traflic on the railways of both passenger and freight trains, and recom- 
mended that speed limitation be continued until protection by means of a bell was 
provided. 

A further report was made by the Board’s chief operating ofticer, under date of 
April 26, 1912, in which he recommended that the Board’s engineer take up with the 
G.T.R. and C.P.R. Companies the question of protection by means of gates operated 
from a tower; but after consultation between the Board’s engineer and the engineers 
of the two railway companies, a plan for separation of grades was submitted by the 
C.P.R. on November 20, 1912, copies of which were submitted to the municipality on 
December 4, 1912. 

After considerable correspondence, the final answer of the municipality was 
received by the Board on February 7, 1913, in which it objected to the plan submitted 
for the proposed subway, on the grounds of the damages that would arise therefrom to 
the property owners, and to the municipality itself. These plans involved the closing 
of an important road leading into the municipality. 

The Board’s chief engineer again made a careful study of the situation, with a 
view to obtaining adequate protection otherwise than by means of a subway, and recom- 
mended the erection of gates operated from a single tower jointly for the protection 
of the C.P.R. and G.T.R. tracks. This plan was submitted to both companies, and 
agreed to by the G.T.R., but objected to by the C.P.R., the latter expressing the view 
that if the Board ordered the installation of gates they should be independent of each 
other and each pair be operated by a separate watchman. In view of this objection, 
the Board’s chief engineer has recommended that each company protect its tracks by 
means of gates operated from a tower. 

After a careful study of the history of the case, I concur in the final reeommenda- 
tion of the chief engineer, as to the best means of adequate protection; and I think tha 
order should go accordingly; detail plans of each installation to be submitted to th 
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Board’s engineer for approval; twenty per cent of the cost in each case to be paid out 
of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund, and the remainder of the cost to be paid by the 
companies interested; five per cent of the cost of maintenance and operation in each 
case to be paid by the municipality, and the remainder by the respective railway com- 
panies. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioner Mills concurred. 

Ordered accordingly. 

May 10. 1913. 


RE GC. L. O. & W. RY. CROSSING FORCED ROAD, TOWNSHIP RICHMOND, ONT. 


In re the application of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Com- 
pany, under section 237 of the Railway Act, for authority to construct its rail- 
way at mileage 54-99 across the Forced Road in lot 14, Concession 7, Township 


of Richmond, Counties of Lennox and Addington, Ontario. 


Mr. Commissioner MiLis: 

In view of the fact that this crossing is at the foot of a steep hill, and within the 
range of a velocity grade on the railway, I think it should be made by an overhead 
bridge on the highway; the approaches thereto to be on a 10 per cent grade (as agreed 
to by the municipality) constructed as per section 5 of * The Standard Regulations 
of the Board Affecting Highway Crossings, as Amended May 4, 1910”; but the railing 
required by section 5 (a) of said regulations, not to be constructed till the municipality 
has made such additions as the reeve and some of the township councillors agreed to 
make to the said approaches, with a view to reducing the grade thereof. 

When the said work by the municipality is completed and notice of completion 
is sent to the Board and the railway company, the said company should at once con- 
struct the said railing on the said approaches, carrying it out on each approach to the 
limit of the 10 per cent grade; and the municipality should, without delay, continue 
the said railing (constructed in the same way) out as far as may be necessary to pro- 
tect the public who may use the said crossing; and should also, at its own expense, 
divert the recently constructed diversion of the side road, extending eastward from the 
crossing, round in such a way that teams wishing to pass from the said diversion to 
the southern approach to the bridge, can do so by an easy curve, on a proper grade. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred. 

Order, accordingly, issued, when the applicant company applied for a rescission 
of the said order, alleging that this is a comparatively unimportant road and the 
crossing by no means as dangerous as many level crossings now in existence. After 
due consideration the Board found that there was no valid reason for changing or 
rescinding the order in question. 

May 16, 1913. 


RE HAMILTON STREET RAILWAY CROSSING T. H. AND B. INTERSECTION MAIN AND TROLLEY 
STREETS, HAMILTON, ONT. 


Application of the Hamilton Street Railway Company, under section 237, for per- 
mission to part cross at grade the tracks of the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo 
Railway, at the intersection of Main street and Trolley stréet, Hamilton, 
Ontario. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close ot 
the hearing at Ottawa, June 4, 1913: 

The Hamilton Street Railway Company is applying for permission to put two 
tracks across the Toronto, Hamilton & Buffalo Railway at Main street. -There is a 
crossing to-day of the tracks of the Hamilton Radial over the Toronto, Hamilton & 
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Buffalo at Main street. Those tracks were permitted to be put down by two orders of 
the board, one made on the 11th December, 1905, and signed by the late Mr. Killam, 
and another signed by Mr. Bernier, dated the 8th of January, 1906. 

The objection which the Toronto, Hamilton & Buffalo Railway Company raises is 
that it does not want three diamonds (that is, three crossings), and the Hamilton 
Street Railway Company says there are not going to be three crossings; that it is, in 
fact, going to take up the Hamilton Radial crossing at that point, so that there will 
only be two crossings; but it does not wish its legal rights, whatever it may have got 
in the past, to be prejudiced; that is, the legal rights which the Hamilton Radial may 
have to be prejudiced by the granting of the present application to the Hamilton Street 
Railway. 

Dr. Mutts: The right to replacement. 

The Assistant CHIEF CoMMISSIONER: Whatever the rights are. 

Mr. CoLteMAN: As determined by this by-law. 

The Assistant Cuier Commissioner: But it is stated that the Hamilton Radial 
tracks will be taken up at present. 

Mr. Coteman: Yes. In the case of the right of replacement, if any one suffered 
by that it would be the street railway as being junior to the Radial at that point. 

The Assistant Cuier CoMMISSIONER: It is not necessary for the Board to decide 
anything about the right of replacement. 


On the statement of facts before us, we grant the application of the Hamilton 
Street Railway to lay these two tracks. 


Ordered acordingly. 


RE SUBWAYS UNDER C. P. R. AT TORONTO AND ESPLANADE STREETS, MEDICINE HAT, ALTA. 


Chief Commissioner DRAYTON: 


This is an application by the city of Medicine Hat, Alta., for an order of the Board 
directing the construction of subways under the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company, at Toronto and Esplanade streets, in the city of Medicine Hat. 

The question of highway crossings, or other access, from one part of the city to 
the other, is a vexed question, and one that has been before the Board on different 
occasions. 

In September, 1906, the city applied for the establishment of a public level high- 
way crossing over the right of way of the Canadian Pacific Railway, on Main street. 
The company’s reply to the application was that there was no highway in fact at the 
time; but that the company had no objection to an order permitting the city to extend 
Main street across its right of way, on condition that the construction and mainten- 
ance thereof should be at the sole cost and expense of the city; and that the city would 
also bear the cost of the installation, operation, and maintenance of any means of pro- 
tection that the Board might then or thereafter deem necessary in the public interest. 

It appears that, prior to this application (although no highway in law had been 
established), as a matter of fact the public was using the crossing, and it was planked 
so as to permit of the passage of wagons and other vehicles. 

Before any order was made on this application, the city applied, in October, 1907 
for an order authorizing the construction of a pedestrian subway on Toronto street; 
vehicular and pedestrian subway on River street; and an overhead bridge on Ottaw 
street. 

The company’s reply, in each instance, denied the city’s right as based on the sug 
gestion of existing highways, and stated that, should any of the applications be gran 
in each instance the whole expense should be at the cost of the municipality. 

The four applications were set down for hearing at Medicine Hat, and were co 
sidered together on the 15th of February, 1909. 
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An order was made declaring the crossing then in use at Main street to be a public 
crossing. 


The other matters were disposed of by direction of the late Chief Commissioner as 
follows :— 


“ Hon. Mr. Maser: An order will go for the city to have leave to construct 
a passenger subway under the railway company’s yards and grounds on Toronto 
street extended. The city to prepare plans, file them with the Board, and sub- 
mit them to the railway; and if there is any dispute about the plans, the engin- 
eering department of the Board will adjust it. The expense of the subway to be 
borne by the city, the railway to be at no expense. Proper notice to be given, 
and the work to proceed under the supervision of somebody appointed by the 
railway, so that in no respect shall the yards or grounds or the operation of the 
railway be in any way impeded or interfered with. 


“The expense of constructing that highway at River street will be upon the 
municipality, the railway company to be at no expense in connection with that.” 


This disposition was facilitated by an agreement between the parties as follows :— 


“The application of the city of Medicine Hat for a level crossing at Main 
street having been granted, the city consents to the application for a level 
highway crossing at River street being refused by the Board, the railway com- 
pany agreeing to grant a crossing under its bridge over the Saskatchewan river 
between the East pier and the East abutment.” 


The Board’s formal order then issued, authorizing the city to construct a public 
crossing under the said bridge on the terms of this agreement. 


No action has yet been taken by the city under that authority; nor has the city, 
with the exception of filing plans, taken any action under the order then granted, 
authorizing it to construct a passenger subway. 

No action having been taken under any of these orders, except that Main street— 
having been declared to bé a public highway, protected by gates as subsequently 
advised—is still used, the city now applies for the construction of subways of full 
width on Toronto street and at the Esplanade. 

As a general proposition, there is no objection to municipalities building subways 
at their own cost—if they desire to make the expenditure—irrespective entirely of 
circumstances which would justify the Board’s ordering such action in view of public 
interests under the Railway Act. 


The new applications are, in reality—although different in form—applications 
by way of appeal from the former judgment of the Board, which declared that con- 
struction at these points should be entirely at the expense of the city. 

| The evidence in the present applications as to prior highway user, and the cir- 
cumstances under which the town plot was laid out, are given at greater length than 
at the former hearing; and it is also a matter to be noted that, since his decision in 
the Medicine Hat case, the late Chief Commissioner, on October 10, 1910, delivered 
a considered judgment on the application of the city of Regina, which was made and 
submitted under substantially similar circumstances. 


The town plot of Medicine Hat was laid out by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company, the plan, of course, creating streets, and laying out lots, and carrying the 
town plot on both sides of the track, and to-day it appears that the result is that the 
settlement and population of Medicine Hat is almost cut in two by the railway—that 
4s, practically as many people live on the one side of the railway as on the other—the 
| crossings are of necessity numerous, and Main street is dangerous and congested. 


| In Regina, as in Medicine Hat, the town plot was laid out by the railway com- 
pany, and lots were sold by the company in accordance with that plot. 
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At the hearing in the Regina case, Mr. Dennis, the Assistant to the First Vice- 
President of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, said: 

“T have asked Mr. McMullen to let me make a statement in regard to this 
crossing question, because there are certain features—apart from the legal . 
aspect—that I think should be considered in connection with this Hamilton 
Street crossing, as well as others that may come before the Board. We admit 
perfectly frankly that in the case of Regina, and a large majority of other points 
in the West, the question of crossing over our right of way is a very serious one. 

T pointed out last year that in a large majority of the cases the construction of 
the railway preceeded the laying out of the town plots. The town plots, unfor- 
tunately, were surveyed on both sides of the railway line; and in registering 
plans of the town lots on the property which belongs to the railway company, 
they were not registered to extend the streets across the track. There was no 
dedication, on the part of the company, of streets to constitute public crossings. — 
Settlers have come in very rapidly in a great many instances, and the situation 
has become very acute. In the large majority of cases in the West, I am glad + 
to say we have been able to arrive at a satisfactory arrangement with the muni- 
cipalities, or with the local government dealing for them, so that there have been 
very few cases in which it is necessary to come to the Railway Commission to 
order crossings. At the points where we have come to agreements, of course, 
we understand it is necessary that we should file with the Commissioners a plan, 
so that the necessary order could be made constituting the crossing agreed upon — 
as legal. That was the procedure we were endeavouring to follow at Regina. — 
The company realized—and I take the responsibility of admitting it, on their 
part—that there is a certain responsibility with regard to these crossings which 
would not be upon them if they had not owned and surveyed the town plots. 

I made the statement last year, and I do not hesitate to make it again. The 
town plots were laid out by the company; lots were sold by them in accordance 
with the plans; it is true they did not show crossings, but there was a greater 
or less responsibility upon them in connection with the location of these town 
plots on both sides of the track. The situation is accentuated in a great many 
instances from the fact that the larger part of the city is on one side of the. 
track, and between the city and the track we have had grown up a long line of 
warehouses and elevators which render the track blind from the south side.” 


I cannot distinguish, so far as principle is concerned, between the Regina situa-. 
tion and the Medicine Hat situation; and if I am right in this—although neither 
Toronto street nor the Esplanade are to-day legally carried over the railway, so that 
the proposed subway constructions create an entirely new public right—the railway 
company should bear some part of the cost. 

I find on the evidence from actual inspection, that the Main street crossing 1s 
congested and dangerous, and that at least one other crossing is required, to relieve 
that congestion. 

It would be really better to construct a subway at Main street. This I would not 
direct, if it were not for the large cost which would be imposed upon the parties. 

I think that the construction of a subway on Esplanade street, which can be 
built (exclusive of land damage), for about one hundred and sixty thousand dollars, 
and through which the street railway can be operated, would relieve congestion at 
Main street, and that much of the light vehicular traffic would use it. Its construc- 
tion, therefore, to-day, I think, is in the public interest, and should be ordered under 
the appropriate section of the Railway Act. Under these circumstances—for the 
reasons I have pointed out—I think that the cost should be apportioned between the 
parties as was directed in the Regina case, which results in the city doing all excava- 
tion, paving, erecting of sub-structures, drains, lighting, ete., while the railway com- 
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‘pany erects the superstructure to carry its tracks over the subway, and provides—free 
of cost—as much of its land for the necessary approaches as an engineer of the Board 
may determine. The city to be responsible for abuttal damages. The engineer, in 
arriving at what portion of the company’s land should be taken for the purpose of the 
subway, to be guided by the directions of the late Chief Commissioner in the Regina 
case. 

Evidence was given to show that, as a matter of fact, traffic had existed for some 

eight or nine years over the Esplanade; and, as the building of the subway at the 

Esplanade will relieve the traffic on Main street, I have decided that five thousand dol- 

lars may be paid out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund; this amount to be divided 

between the city and the railway company in the proportion that the outlay incurred 
by each bears to the total cost of the work; this proportion to be settled by the Board’s 
engineer. 

I do not think that the proposed subway at Toronto street is similarly justified. 

Its construction, as called for by the city’s plans, entails a grade, on the one side, of 
7-6 per cent, and of 6 per cent on the other side. Public traffic would probably use it 
if the city proposed to close Main street. The city, however, does not think that Main 
street can or should be closed; and with Main street, only a block away, affording a 
level crossing, on the one hand, as against a 7-6 per cent incline, on the other, I am 
satisfied that Main street will continue to be used, and that it would not be reasonable 
to compel the railway company to pay any part of the expense of a subway on Toronto 
street, so short a distance from the said Main street. If the city wants to construct 
such a subway at its own expense, according to plans to be approved by the Board’s 
engineer so as to prevent interference with the company’s railway facilities, there is 
ho reason why permission should not be given. I am, however, afraid that the work 
would be very expensive and the property damages unusually heavy. 


The pedestrian subway which the Board has already approved of, can be con- 
structed on the said Toronto street for a small proportion of the cost of a subway for 
both vehicular and pedestrian traffic. The municipality, as stated above, has an order 
for a pedestrian subway; and it can be built, if the municipality wishes; but I would 
not interfere with the disposition of it made by the late Chief Commissioner. Its con- 
struction should, therefore, be at the expense of the city; with the reservation that the 
railway company should not charge anything for any portion of its land that may be 
occupied by the subway or its approaches. 

Then, as to the crossing of the road allowance at the east end of the yard. This 
crossing requires protection. The suggestion of the city, is that it should be protected 
by gates. No better form of protection seems to be feasible—at least for the present; 
and an order should, therefore, go for the installation of gates, to be operated day and 
might, 20 per cent of the cost of the installation to be paid out of the Railway Grade 
Crossing Fund; 60 per cent of the remainder to be paid by the railway company; and 
40 per cent by the city; the work of operation and maintenance to be done by the rail- 
way company at the cost of the railway company and the city, the railway company 
paying 60 per cent and the city 40 per cent thereof; and the city to pay its share in 
monthly instalments, on accounts being rendered to it by the railway company. 

A plan of the layout is to be submitted by the railway company to the Board for 


approval within one month; and the gates are to be erected and in operation within 
three months after such approval. 


Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 
Ordered accordingly. 
June 30, 1913. 
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RE DIVERSION OF TORONTO STREET, MOOSEJAW, SASK. 


Chief Commissioner DrAyTon: 

This is an application made by the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company for 
an order authorizing the diversion of Toronto street, between Sixth avenue and 
Kighth avenue, in the city of Moosejaw, Sask., and requiring the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company to bear such portion of the expense of the diversion and structure 
as will provide a highway crossing under its Outlook branch, as the Board may deem — 
equitable. 

The application is stated to be made with the consent of the city of Moosejaw, 
which did not appear either at the original hearing at Regina, or at the adjourned 
hearing at Medicine Hat. 

Jt developed at the hearing at Regina that pedestrians were crossing the tracks 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company at this point, although no highway was 
laid out; and that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company did not deny the right of 
the people to travel across the road allowance, or of the municipality to have it opened 
across the railway tracks at any time it wished. 

The case was then adjourned to be spoken to subsequently, so as to enable the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company to go more fully into the plans of the Grand 
Trunk Pacific Railway Company and make what submissions it desired as to what, 
if any, proportion of the costs should be paid by the Canadian Pacific Railway — 
Company. 

The case was again called at Medicine Hat on the second day of June. 

No one appeared for the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, but the Grand 
Trunk Pacific Railway Company was directed to draft an order and submit it to the 

Canadian Pacific Railway Company. No arrangement whatever has been made as 
ba een the companies, and the matter has to be dealt with by the Board. p 

There is no doubt whatever that the Government road allowance on the township 
line is prior to the construction of the Canadian Pacific railway, and that the muni- 
cipal authorities are entitled to a highway crossing at this point under the usual 
terms. , 

A representative of Moosejaw pointed out that the Sree has not crossed the 
railway on the line of this Government road allowance, but angled off towards the town 
in an easterly direction. According to the plan on file, this would mean that, instead 
of crossing the railway, Toronto street would have been used. 

The proposed work of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company would carry 
the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company over the extension of Toronto 
street by a bridge, Toronto street being diverted and extended westerly under the line 
of the Canadian Pacific railway by subway construction. This work would obviate, 
for all time, any question of highway crossing at Toronto street. 

The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company’s application is also to close Govern- 
ment road at a point south of the proposed subway, diverting the traffic from that road 
into the subway, which would, in turn, prevent any highway being constructed over 
the tracks of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company on the Government road and 
free that company from all obligation in connection with the level crossing. 

The result of the work is that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company gets a 7 
benefit in that these highway rights are extinguished and the company relieved from 
all possibility of cost of future protection or of speed limitation. 

Uuder these circumstances, it is only fair that the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany should make a contribution towards the cost. Its share of course, should be 
smaller than that of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company, as the benefit to the 
Canadian Pacific is but an incident to the work which is undertaken in the firs' 
instance not to extinguish highways on the lines of the Canadian Pacific, but to pr 
vide for the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company’s entrance into the city of Moo 
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The cost of the whole work, the Board’s engineer estimates, will be fifteen thous- 
and dollars. Of this total, $5,600 represents the cost of the Grand Trunk Pacific Rail- 
way Company in providing for the Toronto Street diversion and subway, the balance 
of the costs being incident purely to the structure over its own right of way. . 
| Under the circumstances, I am of the view that justice would be done, as be- 
tween the railway companies, if the Canadian Pacific Railway Company were ordered 

to contribute two thousand dollars towards the cost of the work. 

The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company was directed to forward a draft order 
to the Board, assented to by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and the city of 
“Moosejaw. This the company has not done; it has merely advised the Board that it 
_has been unable to effect any arrangement as to the division of cost with the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company. 

| Under the circumstances, no order will be made until the proper consent for the 
closing of the Government road over the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany is filed with the Board. 


| Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 

| Orders issued authorizing diversion and closing of road allowance; applicant com- 

ee? to construct a subway—C.P.R. Co. to contribute $2,000 towards expenses of 
diversion and structure. 

ie July 4, i913. 


RE CAMPBELLFORD, LAKE ONTARIO AND WESTERN RY. AND G. T. R., OVER COBOURG 
| AND GRAFTON ROAD. 
Crossing of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Kailway Company, over the 
| Cobourg and Grafton Road. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr: 

The application of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Com- 
pany for authority to lay its track over the Cobourg and Grafton road, a short distance 
east of Cobourg, within a few feet of the point where the double tracks of the Grand 
‘Trunk Railway Company cross that highway on the level, has led to the suggestion 
that a subway should be constructed at that point to carry the highway underneath 
the tracks of the two railway companies. If such a subway were constructed it would 
prevent an additional grade crossing on this important highway and eliminate the 
existing crossing of the two main line tracks of the Grand Trunk. 
| The matter was discussed before the Board at several sittings; and Commissioner 
‘Mills and I examined the location a short time ago. 
| The Cobourg and Grafton road (sometimes called the Kingston road) is probably 
the most important highway in the eastern part of Ontario. It is heavily travelled 
at all periods of the year; but especially during the summer months, when the shores 
of lake Ontario are visited by tourists and summer residents. In addition to the 
isual vehicular travel which is to be found on a highway through a well developed 
igricultural section in the neighbourhood of centres of population, there is a steadily 
-nereasing motor car travel on the Kingston road. A short distance east of the site 
o£ the proposed subway, there is a crossing over this highway by the tracks of the 
Yanadian Northern Railway Company; and, at that point, the Board, after giving the 
aatter careful consideration, deemed it proper to order that company to construct a 
ubway carrying the highway under its tracks. That subway is on the line of the 
ighway; so the vision .of those driving on the highway in either direction is not 
-bstructed. 

_ Speaking generally, I am opposed to the construction of subways which necessi- 
ate a diversion from the straight line of the highway. I believe they are apt to be 
angerous, unless the angle is sufficiently obtuse to permit of a view through the sub- 
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way from a reasonable distance at each end. Usually a diversion in the highway is 
asked by the railway companies in cases of subways where they desire to put the sub- 
way at right angles to the railway track, and thus make the construction of as cheap 
a character as possible. 

In this instance, it has been suggested by the railway companies that if a subway — 
is required, that highway should be diverted. I do not see why people who are . 
travelling on an old established highway, like the Kingston road, should be called upon — 
to submit to the inconveniences and danger of a diversion in the highway, to save the 
railway companies’ expense; especially in a case like the present, where the highway 
is many years senior to the older of the two railway companies. 

I think the present is a proper case for the separation of grades; and the subway 
to be constructed should be on the lines of the highway, so that the view through it~ 
may not be obstructed. 

Some time ago, I asked the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway 
Company to prepare a plan showing a subway on the line of thé highway. Such a plan 
has been put in. It is signed by Mr. Ramsay, engineer of construction, and dated, at 
Montreal, May 30, 1913. It shows a 30-foot road way with a headroom of 14 feet clear. 
This, I think, is satisfactory and should be approved of by the Board. The plan shows 
supports in the centre of the highway underneath the railway tracks. With regard to. 
the question of whether such supports should be permitted to be put in or not, Mr. 
Beatty, general counsel of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, who appeared for. 
the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company stated, in a letter to 
me on the 11th June last, that— 

“there might be a slight saving in the cost of the steel work by putting in 
the centre supports, but this would be very small indeed.” 
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If the centre supports can be eliminated, it makes a better subway from the point 
of view of those using the highway; and, therefore, bearing in mind the statement 
that the elimination of these centre supports would be a very slight saving in the cost, 
T think they should be eliminated and a one-span subway constructed. | 

With regard to the drainage of such subway, the Board is assured by its. chief 
engineer that it can be drained. 

It remains now to be determined how the cost of the subway shall be apportioned _ 
between the parties interested. I thought the expense could be reduced somewhat by 
having the line of the C. L. O. & W. diverted slightly so that the track of that company 
and the two tracks of the Grand Trunk Railway would be as close together as possible 
at the point of crossing; but, the C. L. O. & W. Railway Company objects to its line 
being diverted for this purpose. That company, under the law as it now stands, will 
have to bear the entire cost of the portion of the subway necessary to carry the high- 
way underneath its track; and, I therefore do not think it reasonable to insist on any 
change in the location of its track. ; 

The C. L. O. & W. Railway Company should, therefore, pay all the expense of the 
construction of the subway from its eastern end to a line drawn parallel to its track, 
and half way between that track and the more southerly track of the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company. The remaining portion of the subway will be for the purpose of 
carrying the highway under the two main line tracks of the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company. 

Under the Railway Act we are permitted to give a contribution of $5,000 out of 
the Railway Grade Crossing Fund, which I think should be done; and, we are also 
permitted, if we think proper, to assess a portion of the cost on municipal and other | 
interests who will be benefited by the construction of the subway. The highway is 
owned by a toll road company. It will certainly be a benefit to that company to have. 
the present crossing of the Grand Trunk tracks at grade done away with; and, bearing’ 
in mind the importance of the highway and the nature of the travel upon it, it seems 
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to me that the county of Northumberland, the township of Hamilton, in which the 
erossing is situated, and the township of Haldimand, whose inhabitants will be much 
benefited, should contribute something. 

Under the Ontario Municipal Act, municipalities can raise money by debenture 
without the submission of a by-law to the electors, and without special permission 
from the Provincial Legislature to pay a contribution towards the expense of improve- 
ments of this kind when ordered to do so by this Board. 

After deducting the $5,000 contribution from the Railway Grade Crossing Fund, 

_I think the remainder of the cost of the work.should be apportioned as follows :— 


Per cent. 
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I think an order should go approving of separation of grades as shown by the plan 
already referred to, with the elimination of the centre supports under the tracks; 
and, that the cost of the work should be apportioned as I have indicated; the mainten- 
ance of the abutments and superstructure to be at the expense of the railway company, 
and the roadway, or floor thereof, at the expense of the Cobourg and Grafton Road 
Company. 

Commissioner Mills concurred. 

Ordered accordingly. 


July 11, 1913. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr: 


By order No. 20228, dated 14th August last, a subway was ordered at the crossing 
of the Grand Trunk over the Cobourg and Grafton road some distance east of 
Cobourg; and the cost of the work was apportioned as follows: 5,000 from the Railway 
Grade Crossing Fund. Of the remainder, 10 per cent to be paid by the Cobourg and 
Grafton Road Company; 10 per cent by the united counties of Northumberland and 
Durham; 5 per cent by the township of Hamilton; 5 per cent by the township of 
Haldimand; and 70 per cent by the Grand Trunk Railway Company. 

After this order was issued, a communication was received from the solicitors 
of the Cobourg and Grafton Road Company, stating that they had not had sufficient 


opportunity of placing the views of their clients on the question of contribution of the 
_ cost of the work before the Board, and asking to be heard. They were notified that 


the Board would consider any submission they desired to put in in writing. 
In a memorandum, dated 22nd September, 1913, the road company submitted its 


_Yeasons why it should be relieved from the 10 per cent contribution towards the 


expense of the subway and, among other things, submitted that the town of Cobourg 
was mnaterially interested and would be benefited by the construction of the subway, 
and should, therefore, be ordered to bear the portion of the cost which had been 


placed upon the road company. 


A copy of the submission of the road company was sent to the town of Cobourg; 
and, in a letter from the solicitor of the town, dated 24th September, 1913, and in a 


_ Memorandum from the town council, dated 8th October, 1918, the views of the town 


in the matter are set out. A copy of the towns submission has been sent to the 
road company, and in a memorandum, dated October 15, that company answers the 
contention of the town. ; 

This matter is, therefore, now ripe for final disposition by the Board. Under 
subsection 8 of section 238 of the Railway Act as enacted in chapter 32 of the statutes 
of 1909, the Board has.power to apportion the-cost of the work for the separation of 
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grade crossings as it deems proper. The Cobourg and Grafton Road Company own the 
highway in question. The elimination of a dangerous grade crossing over that high- 
way makes it safer for the public to travel on it, and therefore, increases the value of 
the property of the road company. The use of the highway by the public should 
inerease with the improvement of the road, brought about by the elimination of this 
element of danger to those travelling on it. The greater the use of the road, the greater 
the Company’s revenue from tolls will be. This being so, it is surely reasonable that the 
small percentage of cost of the construction of the subway, which we placed upon the 
road company by our order of August last should be paid by it. It is pointed out by 
the road company that its source of revenue is limited, and that because of additional 
repairs which it had to make a few years ago, it has no available funds with which to 
pay the contribution ordered. It seems to me, this is not a matter with which this — 
Board is concerned. The road company will undoubtedly be benefited by the construc- 
tion of the work ordered and I do not think we should interfere with the order already 
issued. 


Commissioner Mills concurred. 
October 16, 1913. 


NORTH TORONTO GRADE SEPARATION. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr: 


When the question of grade separation on the existing tracks of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company and the tracks which the Canadian Northern Railway 
Company is applying for permission to lay in North Toronto, was before the Board at 
a sittings in Toronto, on the 23rd May, 1912, we did not finally dispose of the question © 
of the height of the subways which were to be constructed at Davenport road, How- 
land avenue, and Shaw street. At these streets the railway companies suggest that a 
headroom of 12 feet would be sufficient. They asked for the approval of such headroon 
in these three subways in order to save the additional expense of the extra land 
damages which would result from the extra two feet excavation which a 4-foot head- 
room subway would require. 'The extra 2 feet would also impose, for all time to come 
on those travelling through the subway, the additional burden of the extra grade on 
the approaches on each side of the subways, made necessary by the extra 2 feet in 
depth. 

It is suggested by the city of Toronto that the additional 2 feet headroom at these 
three subways should be obtained by the raising of the tracks of the railways 2 feet 
higher than is shown on the profile approved by the Board at the hearing over a year 
ago. There is no reason why the Board should alter the decision it came to a year 
ago to approve of the railway companies profile. The reasons for such action as 
expressed in the judgment of the Board at that time are just as apparent to-day. It is 
therefore a question of whether these three subways should be made 2 feet deeper or 
not. 

Taking the three streets in their order, going westerly. The first one is Daven- 
port road. At that point Davenport road and Poplar Plains road are diverted to join 
each other north of the tracks and pass under the railway in a single subway. There — 
are now street cars on Davenport road north of the tracks. They do not, as yet, run 
down Davenport road as far as the railway tracks; but, it may be, at some future date 
this line of street cars will be carried further southisaet to connect with some of the 
other lines of street car tracks in the city. Fourteen feet headroom is necessary where 
a trolley line is maintained. In addition to this the traffic of two highways will be 
passing through this subway. I think it not unreasonable to accede to the request of | 
rate city of Toronto, that the subway at Davenport road be given a headroom of 14 
feet. | 

Going westerly from Davenport road they have a 14-foot subway at Spadina, and 
a 12-foot one at Howland avenue. I think the railway company should be permitted | 
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to limit the headroom of the Howland avenue subway to 12 feet. It is not a very 
important thoroughfare. There are no street cars now on Howland avenue, and it is 
unlikely that there ever will be any. There is a 14-foot subway on the next crossing 
east at Spadina road, and a 14-foot subway at the next crossing west on Bathurst street. 
A 12-foot headroom will accommodate all ordinary traffic; and, if there is any load of 
an extraordinary height requiring a clearance of more than 12 feet, it would not be a 
hardship to have it driven to Spadina road or Bathurst street to cross underneath the 
tracks. 

As far as Shaw street is concerned; it is, to my mind similar to Howland avenue. 
It has Christie street to the east with a 14-foot headroom, and Ossington avenue to the 
west with a 14-foot headroom; and I think, for the reasons just stated why 12-foot 
headroom should be permitted at Howland avenue, that a 12-foot headroom shou'd ke 
approved also on Shaw street. 

I come to this conclusion with regard to headroom in these three subways after 
having visited the three highways in question on Friday last, the 11th instant, in com- 
pany with Mr. Commissioner Goodeve, and representatives from the city of Toronto 
and the railway companies interested. 

I am aware that the whole question of the North Toronto Grade Separation has 
been appealed by the city of Toronto to the Governor in Council. I do not think the 
settlement of details such as those before us can in any way affect the appeal or pre- 
judice parties concerned. The railway companies are pressing to have this matter dis- 
posed of; and, before making the inspection, I recently did, I got the acquiescence of 
the railway companies and the city of Toronto to my doing so. The railway companies 
are, of course, aware of the appeal taken by the city of Toronto, and they are aware 
that the settlement of these details must be subject to the appeal, and withouty pre- 
judice to the rights of the city of Toronto. 

On this understanding, provided other details are satisfactory to him, our 
engineer can approve of plans showing a headroom at Davenport road of 14 feet, and 
at Howland avenue and Shaw street of 12 feet. 

Mr. Cemmissioner Goodeve concurred. 

July 17, 1918. 


RE SUBWAY UNDER G. T. R. TWO MILES WEST OF BROCKVILLE, ONT. 


Mr. Commissioner MILLS: 


Some time ago, Mr. G. C. Cumming, of Lyn, a station on the Grand Trunk rail- 
way a short distance west of the crossing in question, applied to the Board for an 
order directing the Grand Trunk Railway Company to construct a subway under its 
tracks where they cross the highway between Lyn and Brockville, on lot 21, concession 
t, township of Elizabethtown, mileage 127.77 from Montréal. 

The crossing was examined by one of the Board’s inspectors, and by Assistant 
Chief Engineer Simmons. The former recommended the construction of a subway, 
on the.ground that the crossing is a dangerous one and the approach on the south side 
is on a steep grade to the level of the tracks and therefore Jends itself to easy and 
inexpensive construction; and the latter, while admitting the correctness of the state- 
ment regarding the southern approach, ca'ls attention to the fact that the northern 
approach would make the construction very difficult and expensive, inasmuch, as it 
consists of a ledge of rock rising for some distance, say an eighth of a mile, :rem the 
railway. 

Because of this difference in opinion, Commissioners Goodeve and Mills inspected 
the crossing on the 26th July, and found the facts to be as stated by Engineer Sim- 
mons, who estimates that the cost of such a subway would be between $25,000 and 
$30,000, and that the northern approach to the subway would have to be carried a long 
distance before the surface of the ground would be reached on a standard grade . 
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No doubt the crossing is somewhat dangerous, as are very many other crossings 
over our lines of railway throughout the Dominion; but the view on the south side 
is good in both directions, and the view on the north side is equally good of trains 
approaching from the east, while the view of trains approaching from the west is 
somewhat obstructed by the ledge of rock referred to and some trees or shrubbery 
thereon; but there is a clear opening three or four hundred feet from the track, which 
enables one driving on the highway to see a train approaching from the west more 
than 1,000 feet from the crossing; and at 50 feet from the crossing there is a good 
view of the track for a considerable distance west. 

Mr, Cumming claims that the highway is senior to the railway, while Mr. Biggar 
in a letter dated November 11, 1912, uses the following language :— 

“With regard to Mr. Cumming’s statement that the highway is senior to 
the railway, it appears from our records that the highway is on lot 21, in the 
first concession of the township of Elizabethtown, county of Leeds, and the 
deed of our right of way, dated 29th August, 1885, registered 26th June, 1886, 
conveys to the company a strip of land 100 feet wide running right across the 
lot. From this it would appear that the railway is senior to the highway.” 


If it shou'd be established that the facts are as alleged by Mr. Biggar, I am satis- 
fied that the municipality wou!d not be prepared to undertake the construction of a 
subway, as requested by Mr. Cumming; and, without attempting to decide the ques- 
tion of seniority, I think that, while it might be advisable to construct a subway if no 
serious obstacle were in the way, the facts and circumstances detailed above do not 
warrant the Board in granting the application. 


Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 
July 30, 1913. 


RE GRAND TRUNK RY, CROSSING KING STREET, COBOURG, ONT. 


Chief Commissioner Drayton: 


The question as to the cost of maintaining a flagman for the purpose of protect- 
ing the crossing at King street, by the Grand Trunk railway, in the town of Cobourg, 
came on for hearing at the sittings of the Board held in Belleville on the ist of May 
last, when the cost was apportioned 80 per cent to be paid by the Grand Trunk Rail- 
way Company and 20 per cent by. the town of Cobourg. 


At the hearing the town’s argument to the Board was not founded at all on the 


terms of a lease which the town granted to the Grand Trunk Railway Company of 
date May 7, 1907. 


Application has since been made by the town for an order varying the Board’s 
order, and directing that the Grand Trunk Railway Company pay the whole cost, on 
the ground that the question is covered by this lease. 


The argument of the town has been submitted to the railway company, whose 
answer has been filed and the matter is now ripe for action. 


The instrument in question is a lease of portions of the harbour belonging to the 
corporation, made in consideration of rents reserved for a period of twenty-five years. 
The apparent object of the lease was to enable a car ferry service to be instituted for 
passenger and freight traffic. It stipulates in proviso 3 :— 

“Tn the event of the traffic and the movements of engines and cars of the 
Grand Trunk along the tracks so laid on Hibernia and Spring streets and 
across King street being so increased as to necessitate protection at said cross- 
ing of King street such protection will be provided as may be directed hy the 
Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada.” 
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The municipality relies on this provision, alleging that the traffic and movements 
of engines across King street have so increased as to necessitate the protection which 
has been directed by the Board. 

The railway company contends that the protection of this crossing is not part of 
the consideration for the lease, and that the intention was not that the railway com- 
pany should pay the whole cost of the protection, but that the whole consideration 
under the instrument which the town was to receive for the rental of $2,500 a year 

_reserved, and that proviso 3 cannot be looked upon as enlarging the consideration 
which the town is to receive. The company further argues that the proviso in ques- 
tion is not an obligation imposed on the railway company in payment for the privilege 
granted, but is in fact an agreement that the cost of protection at the King street 
crossing resulting from the increased traffic, which both parties foresaw would follow 
from the car ferry service, should be apportioned as the Board might decide according 
to its usual practice. 

The clause standing by itself does not in terms state by whom the protection to 
be provided is to be provided. On referring to the agreement, however, I think it is 
plain that the protection should be construed as protection to be provided by the rail- 
way company. Proviso 3 is preceded by the first proviso, which deals entirely with 
works to be done by the Grand Trunk Railway Company. Proviso 2 provides that 
the grade of the railway tracks shall not at any street crossing be altered from the 
grade of the present tracks, ete. It is to be observed that proviso 4, which is drawn 
for the purpose of throwing an obligation on the town, commences, “The town 
agrees,” ete. 

Unless the proviso was inserted as a proviso calling for protection by the Grand 
Trunk Railway Company, its insertion was entirely unnecessary. Its effect, as sub- 
mitted by the railway company, adds nothing to the obligation of either party to this 
instrument. Protection, in any event, would have to be provided as directed by the 
Board and at such apportionment of cost as the Board might decide. 

I, therefore, read the agreement as constituting an obligation on the Grand Trunk 

ailway Company, in the event of the traffic and the movements of engines across King 
street being so increased as to necessitate protection, to supply such protection as may 
be directed by the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada; and I am of the 
opinion that the Board’s present order should be amended by providing that the 
whole of the cost of the flagman, maintained at this crossing, should be paid by the 
Grand Trund Railway Company. 


Commissioner Mills concurred. 
July 31, 1913. 


Mr. Commissioner McLzran: 


The majority having in effect held that this is a question of law, the ruling of the 
Chief Commissioner on this matter must prevail under the statute. I therefore 
acquiesce. 


Aug. 2, 1913. 


Order accordingly, issued. 


RE WIDTH OF A SUBWAY UNDER THE G.T.R. AT CALLANDER, ONT. 


Mr. Commissioner MILLS: 

In re the matter of a dispute of the village of Callander and the township of North 
Himsworth, Ontario, with the Grand Trunk Railway Company regarding the width of 
a subway to be constructed on Bay street in the said village. 
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The railway company has offered to construct on the said street a subway of the 
statutory height (14 feet clear headway) and a total width of 21 feet—4 feet for a 
sidewalk and 17 feet for the driveway. The village and municipality have appealed to 
the Board for two 6-foot sidewalks and a 20-foot driveway, or a total width of 32 feet. 


Considering the present traffic and the outlook as reported by one of our inspectors, 
I do not think that two 6-foot sidewalks are really necessary or likely to be necessary ; 
but it seems to be agreed that one sidewalk, say 4 feet wide, should be provided; and, 
Parliament having decided that subways in the open country should not be less than 
20 feet wide (providing a driveway of that width), I see no valid reason why the Board 
should reduce the statutory width against the wish of the village and the municipality 
in this case. 

Therefore, my opinion is that an order should go directing the railway company 
to construct a subway 24 feet wide—4 feet for a sidewalk and the statutory width of 
90 feet for the driveway (see section 240 of the Railway Act); the company to submit 
plans for the approval of an engineer of the Board within thirty days from the date of 
the order. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


Aug. 6, 1918. 
Ordered accordingly. 


RE VIADUCT CARRYING BLOOR STREET ACROSS PROPERTY OF C.P.R., C.N.O.R. AND TO 
DANFORTH AVE., TORONTO, ONT. 


Application of the city of Toronto, Ontario, for approval of plans of a viaduct~ 
carrying Bloor street across the property of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company, the Canadian Northern Railway Company, and the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company, to connect the existing highway with Danforth avenue 
east of the River Don. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr at the hearing, 
September 16, 1918: 

The board is of the opinion that, bearing in mind the importance of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway right of way in the city of Toronto, the city has not made out a good 
reason why we should permit it to take the portion of land on the east side of the tracks, 
as shown on the plan, and therefore we will not approve of the plan as submitted. 

Mr. Commissioner McLean: I thoroughly approve of the city desiring to have a 
structure aesthetic in its proportions. The great difficulty that faces us, I think, is 
this: The very great expansion of traffic into the city of Toronto and the importance 
of the traffic facilities. Anything which hampers railway development in and out of the 
city in the long run would be detrimental to the city. Therefore, the traffic facilities 
have got to be considered first. 


RE C. L. 0. AND W. RY. CROSSING FORCED ROAD—TP. CAMDEN, ONT. 


Application of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railwiy -‘ompany 
to cross the forced road, lot 24, con. 8, township of Camden. 


ral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayron at the hearing in 
Cobourg, October 9, 1913: 

Since the adjournment I have had the opportunity of considering the judgment of 
the late Chief Commissioner, Mr. Justice Killam (C.P.R. vs. North Dumfries, 6 C.R.C. 


147) with Mr. English, who appears for the township, and Mr. MacMurchy, who makes 
the application. 
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It appears that the application is proper and that the order as asked is a proper 
order to be made, should the circumstances warrant it. The company’s engineer has 
stated that the gravel is absolutely necessary for the company’s purposes. The Board’s 
chief engineer concurs in this. 

An order, therefore, should go as prayed, as follows :— 

The applicant company is authorized to construct and operate its tracks for 
a period of nine months from this date over a portion of the forced road run- 
ning through lot 24, concession 8, township of Camden, county of Lennox and 
Addington, at mileage 46-3, on the line of the applicant company, on the follow- 
ing terms and conditions: 

(a) That the company construct a temporary road diversion in lieu of that 
part of the forced road to be closed for the period of nine months from this date 
as shown on the plan filed on the application. This temporary diversion is to 
be put in a proper condition for traffic before the closing now authorized is made 
effective. 

(b) The company must join the gravel pit sidings to its main line from 
time to time in such a manner that only one railway track will cross the road 
diversion; and maintain, during the nine months period, the road as diverted, 
in a proper state of repair for public traffic, as well.as the side road between 
lots 24 and 25, the intention being that both highways must at all times be fit 
and proper for vehicular and pedestrian traffic. 

(c) The company to protect any excavations which it may make for the 
purpose of obtaining gravel, where adjacent to any travelled highway, in a 
manner to the satisfaction of the Board’s chief engineer. 

(@) The company shall give to the township the gravel in and under the 
portion of the forced road now closed, or an equivalent amount from some 
other part of the pit, free of charge. 

(e) The company, at the expiration of the period of nine months, shall 
restore the said forced road diverted and leave the same in good condition for 
public traffic, to the grade as shown by the profile filed and to the satisfaction 
of the chief engineer of the Board. 

(f) The company shall also maintain such portion of the said forced road 
for a period of one year after the reconstruction is completed. 

(g) Apart from all questions of public damage resulting from the road 
diversion, two particular persons are injured in a direct and specific manner, 
capable of ascertainment. They are Edward Wagar, who has a mail contract, 
and John Kellar, who has a contract with farmers in the neighbourhood for . 
carrying milk. The diversion lengthens, perhaps not to a very great extent, 
the total distance which they have to carry in carrying out their contracts, 
‘based upon a given mileage. The company should compensate these parties. 
Tf the matter cannot be arranged by mutual agreement, the proper person, 
under the circumstances, to fix the peculiar damages suffered, is the County 
Judge of the County of Lennox and Addington, to whom the matter will be 
referred if necessary. 


Ordered accordingly. 


RE LAKE ERIE AND NORTHERN RAILWAY CROSSING BRANTFORD STREET RAILWAY. 


Chief Commissioner DRAYTON: 
: This is an application made by the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Company 
for an order amending order of the Board No. 19304 as amended by order No. 19468. 
The whole question for decision is as-to whether or not the ordinary rule of 
seniority should apply not only to construction, maintenance, and their costs, but alse 
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to the operation of cars. There is no question at all as to what the usual rule is, nor 
as to its justice. The senior road maintains its seniority in train movements as 
against the movements of the junior line in all cases that the Board has hitherto 
considered. It is also true that the question of seniority has not yet been advanced 
by a city street car line against a steam railway company. This seems to be the first 
time that the general rule has been invoked under such circumstance. In all large 
cities there are, unfortunately, more or less grade crossings, and in every instance 
while the steam road if junior pays for the construction and for the maintenance of 
the necessary crossing works, in like manner in every instance its trains are given 
priority over highway traffic, and in this highway traffic has been included traffic on 
the local trolley line. This is the situation in Brantford in the present case; that is, 
the Brantford street railway is a street railway system operating along the highway. 
Under the authorities dealing with the proper use of highways, street railways have 
been considered merely as an extension of the uses contemplated by the original dedica- 
tion—a proper highway use. With the exception that street cars, not being able to 
leave their rails have subject to the exigencies of ordinary traffic, right of way over 
that portion of the highway occupied by the line, their operations are not distinguish- 
able in principle from any other lawful use of the highway. 

Sooner or later this crossing will have to be protected with gates and watchmen 
in addition to the interlocker protection that is already afforded and which the steam 
railway have to pay for. Wery cogent reasons would be necessary to justify a change 
in usual rule providing for the operation of gates and with which those using the 
highway are familiar. Grave dangers might result from a change of the present prac- 
tice. It is argued that a distinction cannot be made and that a provincial line has 
just as much right to maintain its seniority as a Dominion line. No distinction can 
properly be drawn depending on the accident of incorporation. If the Brantford 
Street Railway instead of being a street railway was an ordinary railway, although 
subject to provincial jurisdiction, its seniority would have to be maintained through- 
out. The actual operating conditions are entirely different here. The safety of those 
travelling both on the trains and on the highway calls for uniformity of practice, and 
In my view the trains of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Company should, there- 
fore, be treated as senior. 

In support of their position, the solicitors for the Grand Valley Company which 
operates the Brantford Street Railway forwarded the contract between the Grand 
Valley Railway Company and the city of Brantford, under which the Grand Valley 
Railway Company agreed with the city that the street car tracks should be extended 
and that interurban cars might pass over the tracks and only make one stop on the 
line within the city limits, and argue that the position is not to be considered as one 
taken merely by a street railway company but it is to be considered in view of the 
fact that this line may be used for radial purposes by a system in competition with the 
applicants. However, this may be, it still remains a street crossing. I think that if 
railways manage to get free rights of way from municipalities allowing them to use 
highways for freight and ordinary railway purposes, that the railway that is fortunate 
enough to get this right cannot complain of being treated as an ordinary highway 
occupant or user and subject as such to the prevailing practice. I am, therefore, of 
the view that seniority should be accorded by the Board to the trains of the Lake Erie 
and Northern Railway Company. 


October 16, 1913. 


RE HIGHWAY CROSSING PERE MARQUETTE R.R., SARNIA. 
Chief Commissioner Drayton: 
This is an application made by the corporation of the town of Sarnia, Ont., for 
the Board’s order granting the corporation leave to open up and construct its highway 


across the right of way and tracks of the Pére Marquette Railroad Company at the 
south limit of the said town of Sarnia. 


a 
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The company’s answer objects to the crossing on the ground amongst others, 
that, if the highway is constructed at the proposed point, the crossing, owing to the 
location and curve in the railroad of the company and the surrounding conditions, will 
be one of great danger, so that it will be impossible to use the highway with any degree 
of safety except by going to the expense of gates, a tower or other safety devices. 

The company further submits that the crossing at this point means the expendi- 
ture of money in raising tracks to which the railway company should not be put. 

The company also claims in its answer that, in any event, the crossing is not 
necessary, and that the highway which it is proposed to cross the tracks is, in fact, 
constructed for experimental purposes by the Ontario Government with the view of 
testing and trying out certain classes of pavement for country roads. 

At the hearing, the company confined its objections entirely to the question of 
what future protection this point would need. Counsel did well to abandon the other 
objections raised. The road as constructed forms a great public convenience and an 
admirable approach to the municipality from the river road. It was apparent at 
the hearing that a large volume of traffic used the road in approaching from the south. 

Mr. Brecken, for the company, makes his position clear that if the road is 
opened, if it is now or hereafter necessary to protect it, that the railway company 
should not be put to any expense of any kind whatever. This position could be 
better taken if the highway crossing on the Pére Marquette at Sarnia were not in 
the dangerous condition in which they are. Whether the unsatisfactory condition of 
highway crossings over the Pére Marquette is the result of an imp*oper municipal 
town and railway layout, in the first instance, or is merely an unrestrained growth, 
need not now be considered; but it seems to be that the opening of this new street 
is the first attempt that has been made to make crossings less hazardous. Pedestrians, 
and those using vehicles, entering Sarnia at present by way of the river front, instead 
of having to pass two tracks, now, apparently, pass many tracks, some of which come 
suddenly on to the highway, giving those using it very little notice of their danger. 

It would be a mistake to treat this application simply as an application to create 
a new street crossing and theréby create additional danger. It should be looked upon 
as a new method of crossing the railway tracks, less dangerous than that which has 
hitherto been employed. The municipality closes a part of the river road lying 
between the new crossing and the town, and the result is that those using the river 
road in approaching Sarnia, instead of crossing a large number of tracks as they 
hitherto have done, will simply have to use this one crossing, and cannot continue 
along the river road. 

It would be entirely unfair and improper now to make as a term of the opening 
of the street the stipulation that the municipality should be at all the cost for pro- 
tection. Usually, it is true, that the municipality, in opening up a new road, is at 
all the cost. In this case, I look upon the new highway as in fact a substituted road. 
This is a benefit not only to the municipality, but to the railway itself. It relieves 
the railway tracks, between the new road and the town, and along the line of the old 
river road, of all uses except that ofa purely local character going to and from the 
industries located on the line of the railway. The crossing is not, perhaps, an ideal 
one; it is not without some danger (nor is any other crossing), but is the best that 
can be put in under the circumstances. 

The order for the crossing, therefore, should be made. 

The crossing is to be constructed up to the Board’s regulations. ; 

The company’s submissions that it will have to raise its tracks if the order is 
made is quite right. Service tracks which are out of level must be raised to level. 
This work will cost between two and three hundred dollars. 2 

The order will also provide that the company must keep its cars 0 feet back ao 
the edge of the crossing on either side, so as to give those using 1t a proper view; 
and protection by an electric bell seems to be necessary. 
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Under all the circumstances, I am of the view that the unusual expense in con- 
nection with this matter should be divided between the parties as near as may be. I 
think that the municipality should pay for the installation of the electric bell (a 
matter of some $300 or $400), and the railway company should be at the expense of 
bringing its tracks.up to the grade, and also be made at the expense of maintaining 
and operating the electric bell after its installation. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioner McLean concurred. 
Ordered accordingly. 
October 20, 19138. 


RE REGINA STREET RY. CROSSING C. P. R. AT FOURTH AVENUE, REGINA, SASK. 

Chief Commissioner DrayTon: 

This is an application made by the municipal corporation of the city of Regina 
for an order of the Board, under sections 227 and.228 of the Railway Act, authorizing 
the municipality to cross with its municipal street railway the Bulyea and Colonsay 
branch of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, at rail level, at the intersection of 
Fourth avenue immediately south of blocks 11 and 12 Eastview. 

The application was heard at the Board’s sittings held in Regina on the 29th of 
May, 1913. 

The only question requiring the matter to be reserved was that as to whether or 
not the construction of the Canadian Pacific should or should not be looked upon as 
senior to the public highway at this point, the opinion of the Board being that, so far 
as the crossing as such was concerned, no reasonable objection could be taken to its 
construction. An opportunity was given the parties to file written arguments on the 
question of the title, which has been done. 

The position taken by the company was that no order of the Board had ever issued 
establishing a crossing; while, in 1907, a location plan of the railway covering the land 
where the city desires the crossing was approved by the Board under the provisions of 
the Railway Act and duly filed; that expropriation proceedings were taken under this 
plan and an award made covering all the property; that, subsequent to the making of 
the award, the owner filed a plan subdividing Eastview (on the 9th May, 1908); but 


that, notwithstanding this fact, the full amount of the award was paid and an under- 
taking taken from the solicitor for the owner as follows: 


“That in consideration of the payment of $13,850 being paid to us to-day, 
being the amount awarded J. K. MacInnes in the above arbitration, together 
with the costs of arbitration, we hereby agree to obtain for you any documents 
whatever which may be necessary to complete title for the C.P.R. right of way, 
and, if necessary, procure the signature of J. K. MacInnes as may be required.” 

The undertaking was necessary by reason of the fact that the subsequent plan 
having been filed the registrar objected to register a transfer covering the lands called 
for by the original plan, and drawn without having any regard to the changed con- 
ditions brought about by the plan of main line, 1908. 


At the hearing, Mr. Grosch, who appeared for the municipality, relied on the 
registration of the plan setting aside and establishing a highway, and that the result 
of such registration was to vest the highway under the provisions of chapter 41 of the 
Revised Statutes of Saskatchewan in His Majesty in the right and to the use of His 
province of Saskatchewan; and that, now that the locus in quo now lies within the 
limits and forms a part of the city of Regina, the city of Regina could claim to stand 
in the same position. 

As intimated at the hearing, I am of the view that Mr. Grosch’s contentions were 
correct. The question is specifically covered by chapter 41 of the Revised Statutes 
of 1909, section 79, subsection 5. Reference may also be had to Edmonton vs. Edmon- 
ton, Yukon, and Pacific Railway Company, XIII Canadian Railway Cases, 128. 
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There being no doubts as to what the effect of the registration of a plan is, the 

only question remaining *to be considered on which the matter can turn is the plight 
of the title at the time the plan was registered. Mr. Grosch urges that there was no 
registration of the railway location plan of 1907, and that, whatever effect that plan 
might have, apart from the Saskatchewan statute already referred to, its section 70 
provides that instruments registered in respect of or affecting the same land shall 
be entitled to priority, the one over the other, according to the time of the registra- 
tion, and not according to the date of execution; and Mr. Grosch cites re Grand 
Trunk Pacific Branch Lines, 22 W. L. R. 515. 
The railway company’s argument is that the Dominion Parliament has fully 
provided for the manner in which lands required for railway purposes are to be acquir- 
ed, pointing out that the company sha'l deposit copies of the approved plan in the 
office of the appropriate registrar of deeds or land titles; that, under section 191, after 
the expiration of ten days from the deposit—and after notice thereof has been given 
in at least one newspaper in each of the districts and counties through which the 
railway is entitled to pass—application may be made to the owners of lands—and 
thereupon agreements may be made with such persons touching the said lands, ete.; 
that by section 192 (1) the deposit of the plan, profile, and book of reference and the 
notice of such deposit shall be deemed a general notice to all the parties of the lands 
which will be required for the railway and works. 

The -railway company further submits that, having taken the proper steps con- 
templated by the Railway Act, and carried out the proposed construction called for 
by the plan of 1907, and finished the construction of its line in the latter part of 1909, 
that the registration of the plan of 1908 cannot control or curtail the rights of the 
company. So far as the construction is concerned, it was, of course, completed at a 
date subsequent to the filing of the plan of 1908. No evidence has been given as to 
when it was commenced, so that the only question to be dealt with is the effect of 
filing the company’s plan of 1907 and subsequent proceedings taken thereunder for the 
acquisition of lands agreeable to the provisions of the Railway Act. 

There is a conflict between section 191 (1) of the Railway Act providing for no- 
tice, and that section of the Land Titles Act of Saskatchewan already referred to 
providing that priority of registration shall in all instances apply having regard to 
the practices which have obtained in the local Land Titles Office. Not only was the 
location plan not in any way registered against the property in question—and perhaps 
it could not have been—but no notice is taken of it by the Registrar who accepted 
plan of May, 1908, as proper and sufficient, and duly registered it. 

Neither party to the issue has referred me to section 77 of the Act, which provides 
that any plan, prepared in accordance with the provisions of any Act of the Parlia- 
ment of Canada, and which has been lodged or filed with the registrar under or 1n 
accordance with the provisions of any of the said Acts, shall be dealt with and recog- 
nized by bim in so far as it is capable of being dealt with and recognized, as if it 
had been prepared and filed or registered under and in accordance with the provisions 
of this Act. 

This section would seem to have been passed to provide for a situation such as 
this. In the words of the section, this plan, prepared as it was in accordance with the 
provisions of the Railway Act, was lodged with the registrar, but was not dealt with or 
recognized by him as if it had been a plan prepared and filed or registered under and 
in accordance with the provisions of the Act. 

The section is not considered in re Grand Trunk Pacific branch lines, 99 W.L.R., 
515. In that case the company sought to continue a caveat. The location plan which 
‘had been filed was held to show in the company an interest in the lands sufficient to 
support the caveat. This authority falls short of deciding that, apart from the caveat, 
no effect could be given to a railway location plan properly filed in the land titles office. 

Apart from section 77, I am of the view that the Dominion legislation governs. 
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Proposition 46 of Mr. Lefroy’s book on the Legislative Power in Canada, reads 
as follows :— 

“ Where in respect to matters with which provincial legislatures have power 
to deal, provincial legislation directly conflicts with enactments of the Dominion 
Parliament—whether the latter immediately relate to the enumerated classes of 
subjects in section 91 of the British North America Act, or are only ancillary 
to legislation to the said classes of subjects, or are enactments for the peace, 
order, and good government of Canada, in relation to matters not coming within 
the classes of subjects assigned exclusively to the provincial legislatures, nor 
within the said enumerated classes of section 91—the provincial legislation 
must yield to that of the Dominion Parliament.” 


Full effect has been given to provisions of the Railway Act which directly affect 
property and civil rights, as for example, those authorizing the compulsory taking of 
property, fixing the manner in which compensation shall be made and the basis on! 
which it shall be estimated, and matters of conveyanace where those interested have no 
right in law to convey land. 

In support of the principle laid down by Mr. Lefroy, reference may be had to Ten- 
nant vs. Union Bank (1894 A.C. 45), where it is pointed out that among the enumer- 
ated classes of subjects under section 91 of the British North American Act occur 
“ Patents of Invention and Discovery ” and “ Copyrights,” and that it would be prac- 
tically impossible for the Dominion Parliament to legislate upon either of these sub- 
jects without affecting the property and civil rights of individuals in the province. 

I do not think that it can be successfully urged that the legislation affecting the 
acquisition of property for the construction of railways is not a matter at least ancil- 
lary to legislation governing Dominion railway undertakings. The question apart 
from a matter of principle in so far as this application is concerned, is not of much 
moment. The municipality desires a recognized legal highway at this point, and there 
is no reason why it should not be granted. 

The appropriate order will go in the usual terms permitting the municipality to 
make the highway crossing—if it has not already been put in. 

Then, so far as the construction of the street railway is concerned, no reasonable 
objection can be urged to its construction, and the order will authorize the muni- 
cipality to build its electric line over the tracks of the Canadian Pacific at this point. 
The municipality will, of course, be at the cost of laying its tracks and installing 
proper and sufficient diamonds. The crossing must be protected, and the order will 
provide for the installation of an interlocker (the points set against the electrie road), 
and the plan of the layout to be approved by the Board’s engineer. In so far as the 
cost of protection is concerned, one-half of the installation and maintenance will be 
paid by the railway company and one-half by the municipality, the interlocker to be 
operated by the conductor of the city line, who will set signals at danger in the steam 
railway, close the derails in the street railway, permitting the street cars to cross the 
crossing, and then reverse the operation. 


Order, in accordance with the judgment, issued. 


October 21, 1913. 


RE RECONSTRUCTION OF BRIDGES ACROSS GRAND TRUNK AND CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAYS AT 
STRACHAN AVENUE, TORONTO, 


_ Chief Commissioner Drayton: This is an application made by the city of Toronto 
for approval of a plan showing the reconstruction of bridges across certain tracks of 
the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacifie Railways at Strachan avenue, Toronto. 

These bridges are city bridges, erected by the city apparently at its own cost, the 
responsibility for maintenance also being on the city. 


ee 
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The city’s representatives urge that the present condition of the bridges is such 
that it is dangerous to maintain them in their present state, and that it is absolutely 
necessary to rebuild them at once. The city’s application, then, merely is that it 
desires, at its own cost and expense, to rebuild and put in a proper state of repair a 
public: highway or means of communication which the municipality is bound to 
maintain. Under such circumstances, it seems to me that the order as asked should 
go, subject to certain qualifications. : 

The bridges as now constructed only provide a clearance of from 17 to 18 feet. 
Since the bridges have been constructed an amendment has been made to the Railway 
6 inches, except in cases where the Board permits a lower clearance. Since this Act 
6 inches, except in cases where the board permits a lower clearance. Since this Act 
has been passed, full effect has been given to it by the Board. No clearances under 22 
feet 6 inches, that I know of, have been allowed, except in cases where the special 
circumstances obtaining render it unnecessary to require the statutory clearance, so 
that the enforcement of that clearance would merely mean an unnecessary expense 
to the parties. No such circumstances have been shown here. 

At the hearing, the companies were asked as to whether it would not be feasible 
in this case to have a general order made prohibiting railway employees from going 
on the tops of the cars in this district. The companies, at the hearing, did not give a 
definite answer one way or the other; but Mr. Farrell, who is Superintendent of 
Toronto Terminals of the Grand Trunk Railway System, has since written saying 
that his company cannot make any such regulation at the point in question. 

As Bathurst and John street, on the one side, and Dufferin street, on the other, 
provide proper clearances, and as operations at the point in question are practically 
similar to those at the other points noted, and call for similar practice so far as the 
duties of brakemen are concerned, I am of the view that it is impossible for the Board 
to make any order that employees shall be kept off the tops of cars. Under these cir- 
cumstances, the statutory clearance must be given. The companies will require for the 
proper operation of their lines, and as called for by the viaduct improvements as 
ordered, an additional track to the tracks now running under the bridge on the Grand 
Trunk right of way. The piers of the city bridges must be arranged in such a way 
as to allow for the construction of this additional track. The necessary details will 
be settled, in case of dispute between the parties, by the Board’s chief engineer. The 
bridges should also be arranged to allow two tracks along the line of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway to Queen’s wharf, these tracks being necessary for the proper accom- 
modation of the business of Toronto. On the record as it stands, the whole cost is that 
of the city. 

Apparently, all the property on which the bridges are to be built belongs to the 
railways, with the result that, by common consent the matter is being treated entirely 
as one that the city should pay for. Leave, however, is reserved to the city to make 
such application as it may be advised for an order requiring contribution from the 
companies, in so far as any additional expense for new tracks is concerned, as it 
may be that this aspect of the case should be developed. 

Objection to the structure is also urged by the John Inglis Company and by. the 
Canadian Oil Company, on the ground that these works will result in serious injury 
to their properties and to their businesses. I do not think that it is the duty of the 
Board to interfere as between the ratepayers and the corporation in a case of this 
character. The two objecting industries think that the city should swing the bridge 
and build it on its own property to the east. The city is responsible for damages both 
direct and consequential,—is fully seized of the whole situation, and, in my peas 
is the best judge as to the requirements of its highway trafic at this point. - I think, 
however, that, after the view that the Board had of the locus in quo, the civil author- 
ities themselves are of the view that the bridge can be put more to the east side of the 
highway, and thus minimize damages resulting from its construction. In my view, 
however, as I have already stated, this is a matter for the city to consider. 
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The only question which it seems to me is properly open to the Board is the ques- 
tion as to the grade of the approach. The sharper the grade the less the bank in front 
of the Inglis property. The regular requirements of the Act call for a 5 per cent 
grade. No special circumstances have been shown here which would justify against 
the protest of the Inglis Company of a departure from the statutory rule. The slopes, 
therefore, in my view, should be constructed at a grade of 5 per cent; but I think that 
leave should be reserved to the city to make out a case for reduced grade, if desired. 


Agsistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioner McLean concurred. 
Order, in accordance with the judgment, issued. 
October 21, 1918. 


RE OPENING OF PEACE AND ATHABASCA AVENUES ACROSS CALGARY AND EDMONTON RAIL- 
WAY—CITY OF EDMONTON, ALTA. 


Application of the corporation of the city of Edmonton, Alberta, under section 237, 
for authority to construct highways across the railway and yards of the Cal- 
gary and Edmonton Railway Company, within the limits of the city, for the 
purpose of opening up Peace avenue and Athabasca avenue across the said rail- 
way either by means of an overhead bridge or subway. 


Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the hear- 
ing in Edmonton, October 31, 1913: 

The issues raised in this case are difficult; but the Board has been favoured with 
eareful argument by both gentlemen appearing, and there is no reason why we should 
not get rid of it without further delay. 

On the 27th of May, 1905, the location plan of the Calgary and Edmonton Railway 
was filed. That is the first interference, so far as we know and so far as the plans are 
concerned, with the property in question. That plan shows that on the 27th of May, 
1905, no streets existed at the points where Peace and Athabasca streets are now 
sought to be opened across the railway tracks. The more recent plan, filed in Novem- 
ber, 1905, is fairly good evidence as to the correctness of the location plan, since it 
(the more recent plan) opens streets and subdivides a neighbourhood that apparently 
had not previously been subdivided, as shown by the later plan itself. 

Therefore, I take it that—apart from any question of onus, which under the 
Board’s practice generally lies on the person attacking the plan, to show that it is in- 
correct—there were no highways at the points in question on the 27th of May, 1905, 
when the location plan was filed. 

Now, as to the effect of the location plan. Objection has been taken to plans of 
this kind on different grounds; sometimes that, under the provisions of the B.N.A. 
Act, the Dominion has absolutely no right to interfere with matters of title, as the 
filing of such a plan undoubtedly does, and that such legislation is without the author- 
ity of the Dominion Parliament. Mr. Biggar does not raise that point; and I think 
he is very well advised in not raising it. It is necessary, if railways are to be built, 
that lands have to be affected; it is a purpose at least ancillary to direct legislative 
powers of the Dominion under the B.N.A. Act, and I think the objections made in the 
past fail. 

The result is that, if the location plan is properly registered, and if under the 
Railway Act, the effect of the registration of a railway plan is to affect interest in 
lands, it is effective, notwithstanding the fact that it deals with matters of property 
and civil rights. 

Mr. Biggar’s objections on the latter question, that is, as to the effectiveness of 
the plan, are twofold. In the first instance, he objects on the ground that the plan 
does not contain the information required by the Statute. I am going to find against 
Mr. Biggar on that point. The plans are drawn to a scale, the Book of Reference is 
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fairly complete, and the necessary information does seem to be given. Whether or 
not more information could have been given at that time I do not know; but on the 
record I find the plan sufficient for the purposes for which it was filed in 1905. 

Then Mr. Biggar further objects that the mere filing of a loe 
itself sufficient to affect interests in property. The statute then in force, section 192 
of the Railway Act, to which Mr. Biggar refers me, and which would seem to be the 
correct section, expressly provides that the deposit of such a plan shall be deemed a 


general notice to all parties of the lands which will be required for the r 
works. 


ation plan is not of 


ailway and 


I think Mr. Biggar’s objection may be considered as well taken in part. The loca- 
tion plan may be abandoned; the contemplated arbitration may never proceed; and 
the notice which Mr. Biggar thinks is necessary under section 193 before the plan can 
be effective, may also be abandoned; and it would be absurd to say that, under such 
circumstances, the owner could not do anything with his property. In my opinion, 
the Act does not contemplate such a conclusion. I think all the Act means, is that 
so far as the ascertainment of interests in land for which compensation is to be paid 
is concerned, the date of the registration of the plan governs, and that any change, 
either in title or in improvement or in anything else in connection with the land, 
is subject to that date and to the notice resulting from the registration of the said 
location plan. 

Under these circumstances, I think the right of the landowner to lay out the 
streets is subject merely to the railway’s location plan and the rights which the rail- 
way company secured thereunder to proceed with the undertaking. In other words, 
if the proceedings go on, the line is built and the location plan stands; and subse- 
quent registration of a plan opening highways is inefficient as against the railway 
company and does not discharge the railway’s interest in the locus in quo. 

Now, if I am right in that, it follows that the railway company is senior to the 
municipality in so far as the property in question is concerned. 

But, over and above all this, the parties themselves come to an agreement, 
validated by the local legislature; and by the express terms of that agreement the city 
bound itself “to stop up and close the streets in question, if as a matter of fact, they 
were in any way streets, avenues, or highways.” It was clearly open to the city to 
reserve the right that it desired to reserve, so long as the reservation of that right did 
not entirely defeat and nullify the real purpose of the agreement, which, so far as the 
streets are concerned, was to extinguish any right the public might have of using the 
continuation of Peace and Athabasca avenues across the right of way of the railway 
company. Effect can be given, in part, to the provision which is made at the end of 
the agreement, by construing it as reserving to the city the right at any subsequent 
time to move to open up these avenues—so the city’s action, in entering into the agree- 
ment of October 20, 1909, cannot be looked upon as stopping the city from making 
application, if, in the view of the municipal authorities, circumstances have so 
changed as to justify the creation of new highways at the points in question. That 
is the effect I would give to that particular clause of the agreement, rather than read 
it in such a way as to nullify the main provision of covenant. 

On the question of public user, I think the evidence fails to show that the original 
plan-filing was wrong. Mr. Biggar very frankly said, and there can be no doubt as to 
his correctness on this point—that there were no houses or development at this par- 
ticular point in 1905. Traffic did subsequently grow up, houses were built, trails which 
were then devious became gradually defined by the development of the district; and 
undoubtedly there was crossing east and west, which was ultimately defined in con- 
nection with the development and acquirement of lands, but it was subsequent to 1905. 

There is one other way in which the railway company could be said to have 
acquiesced in the position now taken by the municipal authorities, apart altogether 
from the agreement already referred to; that is, if it had itself recognized this—not as 
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a trail crossing or trespass line, or anything of that kind, but, as a proper highway 
crossing, by itself doing something to establish that fact. The way in which that is 
invariably done, is by the erection of railway crossing signs; but the evidence is that 
there were no railway crossing signs at the points referred to. 

Therefore, on all the grounds taken on the legal issue, I find that the municipality 
has failed. 

The matter is entirely one of law; and if Mr. Biggar wishes me to do so, I will 
assist him in obtaining the opinion of the Supreme Court. 

I do not suppose that the city will want to go on with the matter and pay all the 
cost. I think it will be better to settle the legal issue before proceeding further with 
the applications for the construction of Peace and Athabasca avenues across the rail- 
way. 

Orders issued, finding and adjudging that the title of the railway company is suf- 
ficient and effective as against the municipality, and that should the highways be 
opened such openings would be subject to the seniority of the railway company’s title 
and construction. 


RE CAMPBELLFORD, LAKE ONTARIO AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY'S STREET CROSSINGS, 
OSHAWA, ONT. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr: 

At a sitting of the Board held at Port Hope, on February 5 last, the railway com- 
pany and representatives of the town of Oshawa were heard at considerable length in 
this matter. In addition to the evidence submitted, Commissioner Goodeve and I who 
were present at the hearing had the advantage of going over the ground and seeing the 
location of the railway through Oshawa. 

After the Port Hope hearing, we succeeded in bringing about a conference between 
Mr. Leonard for the railway company, and Mayor Edmondson for the town; and, they 
agreed at a conference held at Oshawa on the 26th May last, on a plan for the separa- 
tion of grades at Simcoe street and Albert street, and a diversion of Centre street via 
Hall street to Simcoe street. The result of this arrangement freed Oshawa from any 
grade crossings in the central portion of the town. A plan showing this arrangement 
was submitted by the railway company and approved of by the Board by order No. 
20349 of the 11th September last. 

In a telegram, dated 30th October last from Mr. Grierson, town solicitor, a request 
was made to the Board to re-open this matter, and to have the matter set down for dis- 
cussion at the Ottawa sittings on Tuesday last, when the whole matter was gone into 
again and the parties were heard at considerable length. It appeared from the evi- 
dence that there was a division of opinion between the members of the municipal coun- 
cil, and that by a majority of one they were opposed to the arrangement made by the 
mayor and the railway company and confirmed by the Board’s order. 

The town solicitor, at this recent hearing, submitted to the Board a plan showing 
a grade crossing with gates at Centre street and Albert street which he asked the Board 
to approve of in place of the one agreed to by the mayor and the railway company. The 
railway company approved of the plan submitted by the town solicitor, but stated, that 
it was prepared to carry out the original arrangements made with the mayor if the 
Board rejected the new plan. 

Since the hearing, the following night letter and telegram have been received :— 

(Night Letter). 
: Osuawa, November 7, 1913. 
“At a meeting of town council held to-night when several members were 


absent, including chairman of railway committee, the mayor caused a resolution 
to be passed asking your Board to vary terms of agreement with Campbellford, 


a  . 
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Lake Ontario and Western Railway presented to your Board on Tuesday last the 
majority of council favours the agreement and ask that order in accordance with 
the issue council will not approve closing of Centre street.” 


JOHN STACEY, Reeve, 


F. L. MASON, L. M. BROOKS, 
Councillors. 
(Telegram.) 
OsHawa, November 8, 1913. 


“ At a regular session of the council held last night the following resolution 
was declared carried unanimously thirteen members being présent and no one 
voting against it. Moved by Deputy Reeve Regan, seconded by Councillor Coull 
that whereas the Dominion Railway Board have now under consideration the 
plans prepared by Mr. Ramsay for C. L. O. & W. crossings in Oshawa, and 
whereas said plans show a grade crossing at Albert street, and whereas large 
public meetings recently held have almost unanimously voted against grade 
crossings and whereas in the opinion of this council a separation of grade 
should be made by means of an overhead bridge as per our plans theretofore 
presented to the Board. It is therefore resolved that the Dominion Railway 
Board be at once notified that the said Ramsay plans be and are hereby with- 
drawn and that the mayor is hereby instructed to forward this resolution.” 


E. S. EDMONDSON, 
Mayor. 


As there is such difference of opinion among the members of the municipal coun- 
cil, much reliance cannot be placed on their representations. 

On both plans there are separation of grades at Simcoe street. On the first plan 
there are separation of grades at Albert street, and Centre street is closed at the point 
of crossing; whereas the latter plan has grade crossings at both these streets. There 
are serious objections to a grade crossing at Albert street, even if it were protected by 
gates; because on the plan showing a grade crossing at Albert street the station appears 
to be just east of that street and it would be blocked by all trains stopping at the 
station. With the usefulness of that street seriously impaired in such a way, I think 
the better and safer solution for the town is the one made by the mayor showing 
separation of grades at Albert street. 

The new plans have been submitted to our assistant chief engineer, Mr. Simmons, 
who is familiar with the layout of the railway in Oshawa, and he has placed the fol- 
lowing memorandum on the file :— 

~“T have examined the new plan of street crossings in Oshawa, showing 
grade crossings at all the streets except Simcoe street. Comparing the two 
schemes, I am strongly of opinion that the plan approved by the Board, showing 
Centre street closed, and an overhead crossing on Albert street, is much the 
better scheme. While there may be some advantage in leaving Centre street 
open, it must be borne in mind that gates are not an absolute protection against 
accident and it appears to me that the plan that practically does away with all 
grade crossings in Oshawa is the plan to hold to.” 

Bearing all these matters in mind, I think the best thing to be done in the public 
interest is, to refuse the town’s application for the adoption of the new plan; and 
instruct the railway company to proceed in accordance with the plan approved by the 
Board in its order of September last. 

Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


November 8, 1913. 
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RE DIVERSION OF RUE LA VERANDRYE, ST. BONIFACE, MAN. 


An application by the Canadian Northern Railway Company for authority to 
divert rue La Verandrye, in the city of St. Boniface, Man.; and to take for the: pur- 
pose of such diversion parts of lots 572 and 574, D.G.S., 76, plan 224, of the said city, 
the property of O. A. Gareau, on the ground that no other land suitable for such pur- 
pose can be acquired at such place, on reasonable terms and with less injury to private 
rights. 

The proposed diversion was approved by the municipality; but it was strongly and 
ably objected to by Isaac Pitblado, K.C., on behalf of CQ. A. Gareau and other owners 


of lots on the said rue La Verandrye. 


Mr. Commissioner MILLS: 

On principle, I object strongly to either a railway company or a municipality 
being allowed to infringe upon the rights of an individual, damaging his property, in 
the public interest (general or local, real or supposed), without adequate compensation. 
Tf a railway company or a municipality is benefited by putting an individual to incon- 
venience, or interfering with the free use and enjoyment of his property, it should 
make him full and suitable compensation. 

Hence, on general principles, T made it plain, at the hearing of this case, that I 
was opposed to granting the application of the railway company for the diversion of 
rue La Verandrye, unless the said company would provide a regular 66-foot street 
alongside its right.of way between rue La Verandrye and rue Notre Dame, in order 
to furnish C. A. Gareau and other interested owners of property on rue La Verandrye 
an adequate and convenient street to and from the proposed new station and other 
points in that direction ; but, on personal inspection of the locality, I came to the con- 
clusion that the eight lots in question (560, 562, 564, 566, 568, 570, 572, and 574, on 
rue La Verandrye), being in a low-lying place alongside the railway, are fit only for 
industrial sites, and will, as such, be properly served by the 30-foot road provided for 
in the plan submitted for approval. 

Therefore, my opinion is that the application of the Canadian Northern Railway 
Company for permission to divert rue La Verandrye as per the plan mentioned above, 
and to take the land necessary therefor, should be granted, on condition that it con- 
struct, as soon as the new station is erected, a good 30-foot road alongside its right of 
way, as shown on the plan, from rue La Verandrye to rue Notre Dame, and grade the 
said road properly, leaving it in as good condition as rue La Verandrye between rue 
St, Jean-Baptiste and the crossing over the tracks of the Canadian Northern Railway. 


Chief Commissioner Drayton concurred. 


Mr. Commissioner MILLS: 

Since the writing of my judgment dated November 11, 1913, we have been advised 
by our assistant chief engineer that the road in question should be “at least 40 feet 
wide”; and I must admit that when I wrote the judgment, I did not think of the space 
required for a sidewalk, say, 6 feet wide and two ditches. Hence, it is necessary to 
change the said judgment so as to provide for a street forty-one (41) feet wide. 

Ottawa, January 7, 1914. 

Chief Commissioner Drayton concurred. 

November 11, 1918. 


RE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY’S BRIDGE 92.7 OVER DON VALLEY. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner ScoTr: 


The Canadian Pacific Railway Company is double tracking its line from Toronto 
easterly; and, in carrying out this work it desires ‘to build a bridge parallel to and 


a 


REPORT OF THH COMMISSIONERS 241 


SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


adjoining its existing bridge over the east branch of the Don river and valley on 
which it runs. The new bridge is to be constructed on towers which are to be placed 
in the spaces between the towers of the existing bridge. This method of construction 
our chief engineer recommends as good construction. 


Mr. W. F. Maclean, M.P., owns the property in the Don valley on each side of 
the right of way of the Canadian Pacific railway where the piers of its present bridge 
stand, and on which the piers of its new bridge are to be constructed. At present there 
is ample space between the existing piers through which Mr. Maclean’s cattle have 
been able to pass, and through which vehicles have been driven. Our engineer who 
has inspected the location says that there are well defined roadways under the existing 
bridge where vehicles have been driven. 


If the Board approves of the plan of the new bridge which the railway company 
has submitted to us, and the bridge is built according to that plan, all the passage- 
ways under the old bridge wou'd be blocked up by the piers of the new bridge, and 
there would be no way of getting from Mr. Maclean’s property on one side of the 
bridge to his property on the other side of the bridge, except by way of a farm crossing 
which is to be constructed, under a covenant in a deed which is later referred to, under 
the bridge at its extreme west end and upon the side of a hill some distance away from 
the centre of the valley. 

Mr. Maclean has filed an objection with the Board against the proposed plan, and 
has asked that he be given two openings under the bridge in addition to the farm 
crossing referred to. 

The Board’s attention has been called to a conveyance from Mr. Maclean’s prede- 
cessors in title, John Frederick Taylor, et al, dated 1st March, 1890, to the railway 
company, of the right of way upon which the piers of the existing bridge stand and 
upon which the piers of the new bridge are to be constructed. After granting the 
lands therein described the conveyance has the following reservation :— 


“ Reserving to the said vendors their succesors and assigns the privilege 
of damming up and backing the water on the east branch of the Don river 
where the same passes under the viaduct or bridge of the said company on the 
lands hereby conveyed which are more particularly described as the second 
parcel of the first schedule above referred to for mill or power purposes, and 
also reserving to the said vendors, their successors and assigns, the right of way 
under the said bridge as now enjoyed by the vendors, subject to the right of the ~ 
said company at any time to fill up such part of the said bridge as may be done 
without interfering with the privileges hereby reserved. 

“And the said vendors do hereby for themselves, their and each of their 
respective heirs and assigns covenant and agree with the said company not to 
back the water so dammed up to a greater height than 4 feet from the top of 
the mason work of the abutments or piers of the said bridge as now erected, 
or at any time hereafter to be erected by the said company over the said river.” 


Before it had obtained the approval of the Board to the plan of the new bridge, 
the railway company commenced construction of the new piers, and Mr. Maclean 
took proceedings in the courts of the province of Ontario for the protection of his 
rights under the conveyance above referred to. These proceedings are now pending, 
and it is not the intention of this Board to attempt in any way to dispose of the matters 
now in litigation, or to prejudice the position of either party. 

Nevertheless, under section 257 of the Railway Act, the: duty is imposed on this 
Board of passing upon the plans of all bridges which railway companies incorporated 
by the Parliament of Canada desire to construct; and the Board is the only forum 
that has power to take such action. Therefore, we should dispose of this matter in 
so far as the character of the bridge which the company desires to construct 1s con- 
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cerned, and leave the parties to have their rights under the conveyance disposed of by 
the courts of the province, which are, of course, the proper forum to deal with such a 
matter. 

From the point of view of public safety, our engineer reports to us that the bridge 
will be a satisfactory one, and he recommends the approval of the plan. We have 
power to make any alteration in the plan which we deem proper. We have also power 
to direct the construction of a farm crossing either as a level crossing or as an under- 
crossing, and it is in our discretion to pass upon the necessity of such crossing. An 
opening in the structure sufficient to afford a farm crossing is, in effect, an under- 
crossing here. As the railway is junior to the Taylors and their successors in title 
Maclean, at this point it follows that the necessary cost of such rearrangement in 
the proposed structure, as is necessary to afford a farm crossing, should be at the 
expense of the railway. Bearing in mind the character of the valley and the fact 
that Mr. Maclean’s property is on each side of the railway company’s right of way, 
the Board thinks it proper that there should be a farm crossing somewhere near the 
centre of the valley. Mr. Maclean asks for an opening to be left between piers eleven 
and twelve (11 and 12) on the east side of the river. This opening can easily be left 
by a shght change in the construction of the ironwork of the bridge which will leave 
a clearance of something over 40 feet wide with 16 feet head-room. 

An order should therefore go, approving of the plans of the bridge, with the modi- 
. fication that a farm crossing as already mentioned should be left between piers 11 and 
12. The order should contain a provision that it is without prejudice to the parties’ 
rights in the existing litigation, and that it is subject to Mr. Maclean’s rights—what- 
ever they may be—under the deed from Taylor to the railway company. 

The railway company also ask for the right to expropriate certain lands of Mr. 
Maclean adjacent to the bridge, which are shown on the plans on this file. A separate 
order will go granting that application. 


Commissioner McLean concurred. 
November 12, 1913. 


RE CANADIAN NORTHERN CROSSING, COUNTY OF CARLETON HIGHWAY, BETWEEN 
CONCESSIONS 8 AND 4, TOWNSHIP OF MARCH. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr: 


In this matter the Board, on the recommendation of its engineer, issued order No. 

17199, dated 12th August, 1912, approving of a grade crossing of the railway over the 
highway, with a diversion in the latter which would make the crossing practically a 
right angle one. Before that order was issued, a notice was served by the railway 
company on the township of March of the application, but no submission was made 
to the Board by the township. The secretary of the township, however, wrote the 
Board on September 9, 1912, saying that the township council approved of the 
crossing. 
Notwithstanding the decision of the council of the township of March expressed 
in the secretary’s letter already referred to an. application dated 2nd April, 1913, 
was received by the Board asking that the road be not diverted, but that the level cross- 
ing be on the original lines of the highway, which would mean a skew crossing. The 
question of whether the highway was to be diverted, or the crossing put in on the 
original lines of the highway, came before the Board on the 6th May last, and after 
all concerned were heard, the Board decided that the diversion in the highway would 
provide a better crossing and the appheation of the township was refused. 

We then had a request from the county council of Carleton to have this matter. 
again re-opened, and to consider the feasibility of a subway at the point of crossing. 
That matter was set down for discussion and all parties concerned were heard at a 
sitting of the Board at Ottawa on the 4th instant. 


am 
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On Friday, the 14th instant, Commissioner Goodeve, Chief Engineer Mountain, 
and I inspected the crossing on the ground. The highway in question is in poor 
condition, quite below the average country road. It does not appear to be very heavily 
travelled. At the point of crossing on the south side of the highway and the railway 
the ground is low and wet. It is a clay soil with a good deal of rock in it. At the 
point of crossing there is a fill in the railway and a small ereek passes under it through 
a culvert. There is about 10 feet from the bottom of the creek to subgrade. The 
surrounding land is low and wet. It seems to me that if a subway was constructed 
as requested, it would be difficult to drain, and there would, in all probability, be a 
very objectionable mud hole in the bottom of the subway at the spring of the year, 
or after heavy rains. 

Our chief engineer, after examining the ground, reports as follows :— 

“The ground on the south side is flooded, not only in spring time, but is 
to some extent now and after every rain. To the bottom of the little creek under 
the culvert, I would say is 10 feet to subgrade, that is, to one side of the high- 
way crossing. This, I think, at even a moderate flood of water would be half 
filled, leaving the water level only 5 feet below the rail. In my opinion, to 
put a subway in would make it only a bed for the creek to run the water off from 
the south and could be rarely, if ever, used as a subway.” 

Being fortified by Mr. Mountain’s view, I am satisfied, in the interests of those 
who travel this highway, that they would be better off with the present grade cross: 
ing than with the class of subway which is usually put in on country roads. I do 
not think the present grade crossing on the diverted highway is a dangerous one; 
and, I think, that bearing everything in mind, it should not be disturbed. The 
county council should be advised that the Board will not vary the order already issued 
in this matter. 4 


Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 
November 17, 1913. : 


RE C. P. R. DOUBLE TRACK BRIDGE, DON VIADUCT, TORONTO, ONT. 


Chief Commissioner Drayton: 

This is an application made by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for appro- 
val of its plan showing the general layout of the new steel trestle required for double 
track bridge 94-4 Toronto subdivision, Don viaduct. 

The application is opposed by the city of Toronto on the ground that the struc- 
tures as contemplated will completely shut off all possible opportunity for laying out 
highways in the future underneath the railway structure. The work is necessary, by 
reason of the fact that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company now has at the point in 
question a properly constructed bridge for the purposes of one track, for the second 
track, which is required for the purposes of effecting the railway improvements now 
under order at North Toronto, and under which the Canadian Northern obtain access 
to the city. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s proposal is practically to dupli- 


_cate the existing structure staggering the piers. The Board’s engineer has carefully 


considered the engineering details and thinks this is a proper construction, and that 
the only alternative to the proposed work would mean a new complete structure, and 
the doing away with the present bridge. Apart altogether from the interruption: to 
traffic that this would entail, and the inconvenience to the travelling public, the exist- 
ing bridge is worth some $60,000, all of which would be wasted, as the engineer reports. 

The work is necessary and approval will have to go. It can, however, be con- 
structed in such a way as to allow highway construction. The city’s representatives 
have pointed out that the proper position for highways would be between piers 5 and 
6 as marked on the plan. Construction can be changed at these points at a compara- 
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tively small cost so as to enable the construction of highways with a clearance of at 
least 14 feet under the bridge structure. The engineers estimate this cost at $3,000. 
There is no highway at present at either point, and as a matter of strict right, the city 
is not in a position to claim any interference in bridge structures. 

It would be a pity, however, not to allow the city, at the present time, to obtain 
rights. The highways will probably some day be necessary. 

I would treat the city’s application as an application to open a highway across the 
railway’s right of way, and would give effect to it with the result that if the city desires 
openings to be left between piers Nos. 5 and 6, there will be a direction made to the 
railway company to submit plans providing for such opening, the extra cost occasioned 
by the change being estimated, as I have stated, at about $3,000 to be paid for by the 
city. 

The city will have the right of electing as to whether it desires the openings or 
not within ten days. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioner McLean concurred. 

November 22, 1913. 


RE SUBWAYS UNDER G.T.R. AND C.P.R.—STE. ANNE DE BELLEVUE, QUE. 


Application of the municipalities of Ste. Anne de Bellevue and the village of 
Senneville, for subways carrying the highway under the Canadian Pacific and Grand 
Trunk Railways. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scort: 


This application came before the Board at a sitting in Montreal on the 5th instant. 
The rights of way of the Canadian Pacific and the Grand Trunk Railway Companies 
are side by side through the village of Ste. Anne de Bellevue. I am familiar with the 
location. At the point where the subway is requested, the tracks of both companies 
are on a high embankment. The ground therefore lends itself to the construction of a 
subway. ; 

There is at present no highway crossing over the tracks of either company 
between the stations of the two companies, except the level crossing just east of the 
platform at the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s station. Each railway company 
has double tracks over the-present level crossing, and in addition to the use of these 
tracks by through trains the highway crossing is frequently crossed by shunting move- 
ments in connection with local freight on both lines. 

The only other highway crossing anywhere in the neighbourhood of Ste. Anne de 
Bellevue is the crossing of the public road which adjoins the Ottawa river and passes 
under the tracks of both companies on the bridges over the river; but, this crossing 
is some distance away from both stations and would not be convenient for the traffic 
that now goes over the level crossing already referred to. 

Both Ste. Anne de Bellevue and Senneville are growing municipalities, and are 
inhabited in the summer time by residents of Montreal who constantly travel to or 
from that city. All those living on the north of the C.P.R. tracks and taking the Grand 
Trunk train to or from Montreal now cross over the level crossing; and, all those 
travelling by the C.P.R. to or from Macdonald College, which is south of the Grand 
Trunk tracks, also use the level crossing. 

Bearing in mind the heavy traffic on the highway at the level crossing, the con- 
stant movement of trains in either direction on the double tracks of the two com- 
panies over the level crossing and the elevation of the tracks of both companies at the 
point where the subway is proposed, which will materially reduce the cost of construc- 
tion, I think the application should be granted and subways under both tracks ordered. 

At the hearing it was contended by the applicants that the level crossing, which 
would be eliminated when the subway was constructed, was on a highway which was 
in lieu of an old highway known as Ville Montée Ste. Marie, which was in existence 
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prior to the construction of the Grand Trunk railway. The evidence on this point is 
not clear. It is clear, however, that this old highway, if not constructed prior to the 
Grand Trunk, was constructed a short time afterwards. However, in a case of this 
kind the senior and junior rule which the Board usually applies to the crossing of 
one railway over another railway should not be given as much weight as it is given 
in the case of two railways: In cases of highway and railway crossings, the traffic on 
the highway and the traffic on the railway are more important factors in fixing the 
cost of the separation of grades than the question of seniority. 

In the present case we could give 20 per cent of the cost of each subway out of 
the Railway Grade Crossing Fund. After deducting that 20 per cent, the balance of 
the_cost should be borne as follows :— 


In the case of the subway under the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s tracks: 


per cent. 
Dithncipaltysot ote, Anne: de Bellevue: 2.6 4 2 Seu oe 8 
Mira erpality, OF mCNMOV le: Sats oar gho-ral ona oy Me. meres Sy nde wher Acong ee 
Guam Lrinkakailway Company oc eise ta sete fone ate eth 


and 


In the case of the subway under the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company, the balance after deducting the 20 per cent, to be paid out of the 
Railway Grade Crossing Fund, should be borne as follows: 


per cent. 
Municipality of Ste. Anne de Bellevue .. .. ........-.-- 1 
Moamieiealityf senuneville wks oleate ts 2s et at pene eo 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company .....---.. .. +... +. 10 


The plan submitted by the applicant is not satisfactory. It shows a roadway of 
16 feet and a sidewalk of 4 feet in width. As there will be practically a right angle 
turn on the highway at each end of the subway, 16 feet is too narrow for a roadway, 
and I think there would be danger of an accident occurring in the subway. The road- 
way, apart from the sidewalk, should be 22 feet clear; and, the entrance of the subway 
from the highway at each end should be fanned out so that there will be at least a 
distance of 40 feet between the ends of the abutments measured at right angles to the 
highway. 

The work of constructing the subway should be done by the railway company 
under whose tracks the subway is to be constructed. Revised plans should be sub- 
mitted by the railway company of the subway under its tracks, by the 1st April, 1914, 
and the subway should be completed by the 1st September next. 


Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 
January 22, 1914. 


Mr. Commission McLean: 

I agree in the direction that there should be two subways. 

At the hearing I queried whether, on account of seniority to the highway, the 
Grand Trunk should be required to contribute to the cost of the subway under its 
tracks. On further consideration of the matter, I have concluded that in the question 
of protection at a highway crossing the rule as to seniority and juniority should not 
be applied in the same way as in connection with a crossing of one railway by another. 
The danger at a highway crossing 1s, in the majority of cases, attributable not only 
to increased traffic on the railway but also to increased traffic on the highway. Under 
such conditions, it seems justifiable to have a division of the cost, the division being 
governed not by any hard and fast principle, but by the facts of the particular case 
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before the Board. As was stated by the late Chief Commissioner Mabee in the hearing 
in connection with the protection at the level crossing of the Grand Trunk at Lachine 
road, Rockfield, Que :— 
“There is no scientific rule you can apply; each case has to stand on its 
own bottom, and at best turning the thing over in every aspect that one can— 
I say at best that one can only in matters of this sort do rough justice in dis- 
tributing the expense.” 


In joining the municipalities as parties in interest, the Board is justified in look- 
ing to the extent of the interest of each of the parties. In view of the nature of one 
phase of the traffic to whch special reference has been made, viz., automobile traffic, 
and the interests of the municipality of Senneville therein, I am of opinion that it 
should bear a larger percentage of the cost; and the distribution of cost which I 
consider justifiable is, after deducting the statutory contribution, to divide the cost 
as follows, in the case of each subway :— 


Municipality of Ste. Anne de Bellevue .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..15% 
Municipality of Senneville .-.J. 2.090 Ns A eee . 30% 
Ube: railway aii 2k san «a ba ht See ee ee ee . 55% 


January 28, 1914. 


RE G. T. R. CROSSING AT CLARKSON, ONT. 


Complaint of Mr. Sydney Preston’ relative to dangerous crossing on the Grand 
Trunk Railway at Clarkson, Ont. 


Chief Commissioner Drayton: 


It is difficult to understand the reasons for any misunderstanding as to the 
employment of night and day watchmen at this crossing before the installation of 
gates as well as after. 

The hearing, where the Board’s directions were given, took place at Toronto on 
October 13 last. 

The Board was of the opinion that the crossing was one which must be protected 
by gates and watchmen, and was anxious that the gates should be installed and the 
protection afforded as quickly as possible. The railway company was of the view that 
three months at least were required in order to install the gates, Mr. Chisholm, who 
appeared for the company, stating that the company would do its best to have the 
gates installed in that time. The direction that the Board then gave was that the 
gates were to be installed in three months’ time, but that if it was impossible to 
install them within that period, the railway company, at its own expense, would then 
put on a day and a night watchman until the gates were installed. 

It may be that the formal order is not drawn as clearly as it might be, in that 
it does not plainly embody the company’s duty to employ theswatchmen. This defect, 
however, can hardly be said to have misled the railway company. The order contains 
a direction that if the gates are not erected and in operation within three months, 
the expense of the day and night watchmen employed at the crossing will be borne 
and paid by the railway company until such gates are installed. The company’s plans 
showing the layout were submitted for approval of the Board’s engineer on December 
9. The layout was approved and the plans returned to the company by letter of 
December 12. 

On January 21, the company in its written application states :— 


“We regret that it has not been possible for us to complete the installa- 
tion of these gates by the 21st inst. for the reason that we have not as yet been 
able to get delivery on the ground of the material required for the work, and we 
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would therefore be glad if the Board would extend until May 1, 1914, the time 
for installing the gates. As you are aware, it is extremely difficult and increases 
the cost to install crossing gates at this season of the year when the ground is 
frozen solid for a considerable depth, and if the Board will grant this extension 
it will enable us to do the work as soon as the frost leaves the ground. 

“We also beg to ask the Board to relieve us from the obligation of placing 
day and night watchmen at this crossing pending the installation of the gates. 
The order was not received by our chief engineer until October 27 last, having 
been received by me and sent him on 25th, and as at the best it would take at 
least six weeks to prepare the plans and get the material on the ground, it would 
have been impossible to install the gates before freezing weather arrived.” 

It will be observed that the company’s application is two-fold, firstly, that it is 
impossible to install the gates within the time directed, and that there should be an 
extension in so far as that part-of the work is concerned until May 1, 1914; secondly, 
that the Board should relieve the company from the obligation of placing night and 
day watchmen at the crossing pending the installation of the gates. 

The Board recognizes, indeed has to recognize, the difficulty, if not the impro- 
priety, of doing this kind of work in the winter time, and that the railway companies 
find it very difficult to get delivery of material ordered promptly. The difficulty of 
obtaining the'material in time, although ordered, having been shown, coupled with the 
fact that the delay would necessitate construction in the winter, it was proper for the 
Board to extend and the Board did extend, by its order of January 24, the time within 
which the gates should be installed. 

No relief, however, was given the company on its application to be relieved of the 
necessity of employing night and day watchmen at the crossing pending the installa- 
tion of the gates. 

‘As evidencing the fact that the company’s obligations were recognized by the 
company, on January 21, 1914, watchmen were stationed at the crossing in accordance 
with the company’s construction of the original order No. 20618. 

In view of the company’s own construction of the Board’s direction and the fac= 
that the extending order No. 21258 merely extended the time for the installation of 
the gates, it is difficult to understand how the company could assume that the obliga- 
tion to protect the crossing, pending the installation of gates, by a night and day watch- 
man, was discharged by the latter order. 

The company was advised, on the 6th inst., that it was not the intention of the 
Board to relieve it from keeping a night and day watchman on duty. 

Complaint is now made by Miss Hodgetts, Secretary of the Women’s Institute, 
that the watchmen have been withdrawn. 

The Board directs that watchmen be immediately appointed and has so advised the 
company by wire. If the direction is not at once acted upon, an order will go provid- 
ing for appropriate penalties, which will be enacted for every day that default con- 


tinues. 
Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred. 


February 12, 1914. 


Re HIGHWAY DIVERSIONS ©.L.0. AND W. AND G.T.R.—TOWNSHIPS MURRAY AND BRIGHTON, ONT. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott: 

By order No. 18447 of the 30th December, 1912, the Board authorized certain diver- 
sions in the Kingston road and the construction of an overhead crossing in substitution 
for a number of level crossings, over the tracks of the Grand Trunk Railway Company 
and the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company, which were to be 
closed. By the rearrangement, Mr. Francis Bush and a few farmers living south of 
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him are cut off from access to the Kingston road, except by going some distance east to 
where the diverted road joins the old road by an overhead bridge. This causes con- 
siderable inconvenience to Mr. Bush by his being removed from the rural mail delivery 
route, and by the inconvenience caused him when he desires to go west on the Kings- 
ton road. 

An application was heard by the Board at a sitting in Toronto on the 26th January 
last for some amendment to the original scheme for the relief of Mr. Bush. At that 
hearing judgment was reserved. On the 9th instant, Commissioners McLean, Goodeve 
and myself had an opportunity of viewing the location of the different highways on the 
ground and hearing a deputation of those affected by the closing of the highways 
referred to in the order. 

The general scheme for the elimination of the grade crossings in this matter will be 
of much benefit to those travelling the Kingston road, as several dangerous grade cross- 
ings are eliminated. It seems to me, however, that without militating from the benefit 
of the new arrangement, that Mr. Bush’s difficulties might be overcome by giving him 
a crossing in the nature of a farm crossing, from a point opposite his house on the south 
side of the C.L.O. & W. to the new Kingston road on the north side of the Grand 
Trunk tracks. This crossing to be at right angles to the railway tracks and to be shut 
off from the highways both on the north and the south by gates, which Mr. Bush would 
be obliged to keep closed. In fact the crossing to be a farm crossing subject to all the 
provisions of the Railway Act respecting farm. crossings. 

In my judgment an order should issue amending the original order, by providing 
for a farm crossing as described. 


March 10, 1914. 


Mr. Commissioner MCLEAN: 


As set out in the reasons for judgment of the Assistant Chief Commissioner, cer- 
tain diversions were authorized by the Board after investigation of the dangerous situ- 
ation arising from the proximity of the tracks of the Grand Trunk and Campbellford, 
Lake Ontario and Western Railway Companies to the highway. The diversions and 
the work connected therewith, including the construction of the overhead bridge, cost 
approximately $24,000. The great bulk of this was borne by the railway. The appli- 
cant, Francis Bush, desires to have what is known as * the Bush road” left open across 
the tracks, and he is supported in his application by the municipality. The Bush road 
is a dangerous skew crossing; and, aside from any question of what has been done in 
the way of diversions, there would be, I think, natural hesitation on the part of the 
Board if it were now for the first time being asked by the municipality to open up a 
crossing of this nature, : 

There is no question but that Mr. Bush is inconvenienced by his present situation ; 
but, unfortunately for him, the matter cannot be looked at from the standpoint of one 
or a few isolated cases. The Board has to consider what is safest in the general inter- 
ests of the people located through this section, in handling the highway traffic across 
the railways. There is no question but that it is in the public “interest to have 
separation of grades wherever feasible, and where this is not: feasible there should be 
elimination of dangerous skew crossings. There is, of course, an element of danger 
In connection with every level crossing, but a right angle-crossing lessens this element 
of danger. The diversions which involve the closing of the Bush road are a work for 
the general advantage, and the general advantage must prevail. 

It is suggested by the Assistant Chief Commissioner that Mr. Bush should be given 
a crossing in the nature of a farm crossing, and that the obligations under section 255 
should apply to this crossing. If the Bush road were to be opened even by means of 
the substituted crossing and to the limited extent suggested, this would do away with 
the advantage to the public of the overhead crossing already constructed. It would 
simply mean money had been unnecessarily expended. For the public, no matter how 
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safe an overhead crossing may be, will, in the great majority of cases, take the risk of 
an existing level crossing in preference. But it may be said that the only question the 
Board has to consider is the substitution of the farm crossing for the hitherto exist- 
ing highway crossing. It is true that it is proposed to place the burden of keeping 
the gates closed upon the applicant. Bush. Every one knows that at present notwith- 
standing the provisions of section 255, farm gates are in various instances left open 
during the winter. In the proposed method of dealing with the present application, 
the crossing gates would be concerned with the closing up of the means of access from 
the old Kingston road south of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway 
to the new Kingston road on the north side of the Grand Trunk tracks. If there is 
difficulty in having farm crossing gates kept closed in the winter time, where a farm 
crossing is concerned with a passage across the railway from one portion of the farm 
to another, there will be still greater difficulty in the present case. Unless after every 
snowstorm the farmer is prepared to clear away the snow around the gates, the gates 
will not be kept closed. Even if the farmer has the best intentions in the world, I 
am afraid that in such a case as this where the crossing is concerned not with afford- 
ing a means to get his cattle from one section of his farm to another but simply with 
a private highway, in a great many cases the gates will be left open, regardless of the 
season. The result of this would be that at such times as the gates were left open, 
vehicular traffic, other than that of the one to whom the crossing is granted, would 
cross the highway. 

One matter which weighs with a railway in connection with the separation of 
grades and the rectification of dangerous level crossings is the lessening of opportunity 
for accidents. This is in the interest of the public from the standpoint of saving life, 
as well as of lessening the hazards of travelling across railway tracks; it is in the 
interest of the railway from the standpoint of the liability which attaches to it in the 
case of accidents. 

Where the farm crossing is used by the one for whom it is constructed, the railway 
must exercise due care in approaching it. The same obligation attaches where the 
crossing is used by the invitation of the one for whom it is constructed.—Plester vs. 
Grand Trunk Ry. Co., 32 O.R., 55. 

What the liability may be in the case of a trespasser is apparently somewhat uncer- 
tain. It has indeed been decided that where a man was killed on a portion of the right 
of way where for a number of years the public had been allowed to walk along in order 
to reach the nearest highway, he was none the less a trespasser, and the railway was not 
liable—Grand Tunk Ry. Co. of Canada v. J. R. Anderson and Jessie Anderson, 28 
S.C.R. 541, 

It has also been decided that a trespasser or bare licensee injured through negli- 
gence may maintain an action.—Julius G. Sievert v. Samuel D. Brookfield, 35 S.C.L., 
LOL. 

It is true that the latter case was concerned with private premises, not with railway 
right of way dedicated to a public use. 

I am of opinion, therefore, that in the present instance, notwithstanding the admit- 
ted inconvenience to the applicant of the detour which he must make, that his personal 
convenience must give way to the question of the general safety of the people along this 
section of the two railways concerned. The diversion and the works connected with it 
seem to be proper and reasonable. They were carefully considered before the order 
issued in the first instance; and I do not think they should be departed from in respect 
of opening up a way for vehicular traffic at the point in question. 

Aside from the question of vehicular traffic, tt is stated the applicant will be ineon- 
venienced in regard to the rural mail delivery service. The road followed by the mail 
carrier will take him to the north of the applicant’s house. This situation, I think, 
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might be taken care of by allowing applicant to have a stile or steps placed in the 
right of way fence on both sides of the tracks so that he can walk across the tracks and 
obtain his mail from the mail box north of the tracks. 


Commissioner Goodeye concurred. 
March 16, 1914. 


YARD LIMIT BOARDS. 


4 


In the matter of the consideration of yard limit boards in connection with railway 
companies subject to the jurisdiction of the Board. 


This matter was heard at the sittings of the Board held in Winnipeg, May 30, 1913, 
and the following judgment made :— 2 : 


Chief Commissigner Drayton: 

As stated by me at the hearing, I am still of the view that special rule “ F ” of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company is in conflict with rules approved by the Board. 
Uniformity of practice is an essential. What the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
has found to be good practice in the East, as admitted by the company, may properly 
be adopted in the West. — 

Therefore, I think an order should go directing the company to withdraw its 
special rule “EF”, applying to western lines and hereafter observe the uniform rules 
of the Board regarding yard limits. 

Messrs. Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred. 

Ordered accordingly. 

July 29, 1913. 


RE NORTH TORONTO TELEPHONE RATES. 


Heard in Toronto, February 7, 1913. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scort: 

This is an application by the city of Toronto to have the Toronto Telephone rates 
of $50 for business, and $30 for residence- telephones, per annum, apply to North 
Toronto and Moore Park, two districts which have recently been annexed to the city 
of Toronto. 

Moore Park, being near Deer Park and Rosedale, two parts of Toronto which 
enjoyed the Toronto rate and being substantially similar in circumstances and eon- 
ditions to those sections is entitled to the Toronto rate; and at the hearing this was 
admitted by the company. Moore Park therefore may not be considered further in 
this matter. - 

The North Toronto rate is fixed by supplement No. 10 to the Bell Telephone Com- 
pany’s schedule of rates authorized at Toronto exchange dated May 1, 1911, and filed 
with this Board as C.R.C. No. 1708. That tariff, which provides the flat rate per 
annum of $50 for business and $30 for residence telephones states that, these charges 
are to “apply to subscribers stations situated within Toronto exchange limits, which 
are the limits of the city of Toronto as of date January 1, 1911,” with extra mileage 
at the rate of $5 per quarter mile or fraction thereof to be computed from a point 
three-quarters of a mile distant from the nearest exchange. 

The nearest exchange to North Toronto is the North exchange, near the corner of 
Yonge and Bismark streets. This exchange is one and three-quarter miles south of 
the southern boundary of North Toronto, so that under the tariff a person residing 
within North Toronto, but a few feet north of its southern boundary, must pay an 
extra mileage of $20. That is, the company allows, a free area of three-quarters of a 


ae its exchange before commencing its extra mileage of $5 per one-quarter of 
a mile. 
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This free area of the first three-quarters of a mile in extra mileage was brought 
about by a decision of the late Chief Commissioner, Judge Mabee, at the hearing of an 
application of the town of North Toronto of the same nature as the present application, 
which was heard by the Board in Toronto on April 26,1911. At that time, the late Chief 
Commissioner, recognizing that the circumstances and conditions affecting telephone 
service in the town of North Toronto were dissimilar from those in the city, refused 
the town’s application; but, decided that as the average mileage of wire for a city of 
Toronto telephone was three-quarters of a mile, that a free allowance equal to this 
average mileage (i.e. three-quarters of a mile) should be allowed before the point from 
which extra mileage was to be charged should be reached. 

Now, what has happened since Judge Mabee’s decision to warrant this Board in 
taking a different view of the matter from what it took at that time? There has been 
no change in so far as the exchange is concerned. The people having telephones in 
North Toronto, were then and are still connected with the North exchange of the city 
of Toronto. At that time there were 157 telephones, and now there are 273 telephones 
in North Toronto—an increase of 116. The population is 6,300. I do not know what it 
was at the time of the hearing in April 1911, but of course, it has no doubt, increased 
considerably since then. 

The chief ground upon which this application is urged is the fact that North 
Toronto is now within the city limits. Unless there was something in the language of 
the tariff to compel the company to apply the Toronto rate, from time to time, to any 
district that was annexed to the city, I do not see that the mere annexation of North 
Toronto to the city would warrant this Board in making the order applied for. It will 
be observed that in fixing the Toronto Exchange territory, the company took as its 
limits the limits of the city of Toronto, as of the date January 1, 1911, and therefore its 
exchange limits being fixed by the limits of the city on that date, the territory sub- 
sequently annexed would not, ipso facto, become entitled to the benefit of the Toronto 
flat rates. 

The law provides that, all tolls shall always, under substantially similar circum- 
stances and conditions be charged equally to all persons and at the same rate. From the 
evidence submitted to us, and from an examination of the North Toronto district and 
other districts of the city of Toronto, I am forced to come to the conclusion that the - 
circumstances and conditions affecting telephone service in North Toronto are not 
similar to the circumstances and conditions existing within the Toronto Exchange 
limits. 

The city urged at the hearing that the circumstances and conditions in North 
Toronto were similar to those in West Toronto. I do not think they are. North Toronto 
is almost entirely a residential section. The inhabited portions of it constitute a long 
narrow area following the lines of Yonge street. The people who live in North Toronto 
have their places of business, or are employed in the portion of the city of Toronto 
south of the southern boundary of North Toronto. There are few shops or commercial 
industries within its limits; whereas, West Toronto before its annexation to the city 
was a town of considerable size and might have existed anywhere in the province 
irrespective of the fact that it was adjacent to the city of Toronto. West Toronto had 
a number of large manufacturing concerns. There were a number of doctors, lawyers, 
banks, retail establishments containing all lines of articles required for household 
consumption, places of amusement and recreation, etc., within its limits. At the time of 
its annexation to Toronto, West Toronto had a telephone exchange of its own, with rates 
for local calls lower than the rates existing in the city of Toronto. 

At the time of the annexation of West Toronto to the city, when the Board 
decided that Toronto rates should apply and that the extra toll for calls from West 
Toronto to the city should be abolished, some of those having telephones in West 
Toronto protested that they did not wish to have the city of Toronto rates apply. 
The circumstances and conditions respecting telephone service in North Toronto 
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to-day are, I think, quite dissimilar from those existing in West Toronto at the time 
of its annexation, and the subsequent bringing into effect of the city of Toronto flat 
rate in West Toronto. 

A comparison with the eastern portion of Toronto served by the Beach exchange 
was also submitted to the Board. The circumstances and conditions affecting sub- 
seribers on the Beach exchange are not similar to those in North Toronto. The area 
served by the Beach exchange is a little less than that of North Toronto; but, the 
population is 24,000 as against 6,300, and the number of telephones 1,446 as com- 
pared with 273. The Beach district has its own exchange, and North Toronto has 
not. In my opinion there has not yet been sufficient development in North Toronto 
to warrant the Board in deciding that it is entitled to the city flat rate. 

In the ease of the Montreal telephone rates which we had before us some months ago, 
the Board eame to the conclusion that mileage should only commence to be computed 
from the exchange limits within which a flat rate applied. This principle being 
applied to this case would have the effect of reducing the rate to be paid by any single 
line subseriber in North Toronto by $20; because the extra mileage would only com- 
mence at what was the city limits on January 1, 1911, instead of a point three-quarters 
of a mile from the North exchange, which is provided by the tariff at present in 
effect. 

I therefore think an order should go that the company forthwith file a new 
tariff, to become effective on the 1st April next, providing that extra mileage for 
North Toronto was only to be computed from the limits of its Toronto exchange; 
that is, what were the city limits on January 1, 1911, and that Moore Park was to be 
given the Toronto flat rates. 

In disposing of this matter in this way, the Board is not to be taken as declaring 
that the company’s charge of $5 per quarter of a mile as extra mileage is a reasonable 
charge. The question whether this rate is a reasonable or an unreasonable one, was 
not discussed in this case nor were we given any evidence to warrant us in coming to 
any conclusion about it. We have this question before us, and if at any future time 
we came to the conclusion that $5 per quarter mile is an excessive charge for extra 
mileage, it would of course apply in this case. ; 

In this memorandum, I have not dealt with the question of party lines. These 
are proportionally lower than the one-party line rates, and there is no question of 
principle affecting them which would not be governed by the decision of the Board on 
the one party line rates which I have been discussing. 

Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 

Ordered accordingly. 


March 8, 1913, 


RE MEDICO-CHIRUGICAL SOCIETY OF MONTREAL VS. BELL TELEPHONE CO. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, at the close of 
the bearing, January 5, 1914: 

In the city of Montreal there are three telephone rates: a residence rate of $35 per 
annum; a special Goctor’s rate of $40 per annum; and a business rate of $55 per 
annum. 

It is the desire of the Bell Telephone Company to take out the $40 rate for 
doctors and to charge them a business rate of $55 in future. A protest has been 
made by the Medical Society against this change. 

The Board has already dealt with a somewhat similar case in the case of Bayly 
against the Bell Telephone Company. Miss Bayly was a trained nurse in the city of 
Toronto, and her telephone rate was increased from the residence to the business rate. 
She protested to the Board, and after hearing everybody concerned the Board decided— 


~ 
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the judgment being delivered by the late Chief Commissioner Mabee—that her tele- 
phone being used sometimes for business purposes was a business telephone, and the 
telephone company was justified in charging a business rate. 

We think that the principle laid down by the late Chief Commissioner in the Bayly 
case applies in this case, and, therefore, we will not interfere with the intention of the 
telephone company to increase the doctor’s rate from the $40 to the $55 charge. 

The volume of calls would not be a fair criterion. If that were to be the basis it 
would be very difficult to decide what the rate should be. It is quite proper that there 
should be two rates, the business rate and the residence rate, and, following the 
decision which the Board has arrived at in similar cases, this application is refused. 


Re BELL TELEPHONE RATES IN NORTH TORONTO. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr: 

In an application, dated the 5th of December last, the city of Toronto applied for 
a rehearing of this matter. It had been heard by the Board at a sitting in Toronto on 
February 7, 1913; and, for reasons given in a judgment of mine, dated March 8, 1918, 
the board decided that the circumstances and conditions respecting telephone service 
in North Toronto were not substantially similar to the circumstances and conditions 
respecting telephone service in the city of Toronto, and that the city of Toronto rate 
should not be extended to North Toronto. 

The following paragraph appears in my judgment :— 

“The law provides that all tolls shall always, under substantially similar 
circumstances and conditions be charged equally to all persons and at the same 
rate. From the evidence submitted to us, and from an examination of the North 
Toronto district and other districts of the city of Toronto, I am forced to come 
to the conclusion that the circumstances and conditions affecting telephone ser- 
vice in North Toronto are not similar to the circumstances and conditions 
existing within the Toronto Exchange limits.” 

At a sitting of the Board in Toronto on January 27, 1914, the city’s application was 
heard. It was pointed out by the chairman to counsel for the applicants, that as this 
matter having been disposed of by the Board some months previously, we would only 
now deal with any new evidence which the city has to submit. The new evidence 
submitted was as follows :— 

1. An increase in the population of North Toronto from 6,300 to 7,500. 

2, An increase in the number of telephones in North Toronto from 273 to 439. 

3. A change in the centre of population in Toronto eastward. The centre now 
being some distance south of the corner of Spadina and Bloor streets. 

4. A general statement was made by counsel for the applicants that business was 
growing in North Toronto and that there were now 175 places of business there. This 
statement was not elaborated and no detailed evidence of the character of these places 
of business was given. 

5. That since this matter was last before the Board, the Post Office Department 
was now making special deliveries in North Toronto. 

6. That a new exchange was to be opened to be called “ Hillcrest.” 

Tt was to be on St. Clair avenue, south of Bathurst. 

It seems to me that this new evidence is not sufficient to warrant the Board in 
coming to any other conclusion than that arrived at in March, 1913. To my mind the 
strongest reasons mentioned by the applicants for the extension of the Toronto rate 
to North Toronto was that the places of business had increased in North Toronto; but 
as I have said, no detailed evidence was given in support of this, and it was somewhat 
contradicted by a statement made by counsel for the applicants when he said that each 
of the telephones in North Toronto was paid for by a man who was doing business in 

"Toronto who paid for a telephone there. 
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The population of North Toronto has grown, but the acreage of North Toronto is 
greater than the portion of Toronto served by the Beach exchange; yet the latter has 
a population of 24,000. The new Hillcrest exchange will be too far away from North 
Toronto to be of any service. That exchange will open with from three to four thous- 
and subscribers. The south boundary of North Toronto is one and three-quarter 
miles away from the North office which is the nearest exchange. 

To be entitled to the Toronto rate, the circumstances and conditions of the tele- 
phone business in North Toronto should be such as to warrant the establishment of a 
new exchange. This exchange the company says would cost $170,000. The land we 
are told has already been selected for it. The telephone business in North Toronto 
is not yet sufficiently large to warrant the Board in ordering the Bell Company to at ° 
once go to the expense of establishing a new exchange. 

Since the hearing, however, we have had some negotiations with the company, 
and we are now advised that the company will this year commence the construction 
of a new exchange to serve North Toronto. While I think the present application 
should be refused, the petitioners have the satisfaction of knowing that the new 
exchange is to be gone on with, and that in 1915, when it is completed North Toronto 
will be in the position to get the benefit of the Toronto rate. 


Chief Commissioner Drayton concurred. 
March 26, 1914. 


RE CONSUL-GENERAL OF JAPAN VS. CANADIAN TELEGRAPH COMPANIES. 


The Consul-General of Japan applied to the Board for an order requiring telegraph 
companies subject to its jurisdiction to transmit telegrams in plain Japanese 
language (Roman letters) at single count, in the same manner and at the same 
rate as they transmit telegrams in French, German and the other so-called plain 
languages authorized by international telegraph conventions relating thereto. 


Mr. Commissioner Mitts: 


In the year 1875, a number of empires, kingdoms, republics, states, confederations, 
principalities, ete.—all spoken of as “ States ”—held an International Telegraph Con- 
vention in St. Petersburg. This convention agreed upon certain principles, which it 
enunciated in the form of twenty-one articles; and, on these articles, as a foundation 
for action, it formulated, in much detail, what it considered necessary regulations 
affecting international telegraph service, referred to as international telegraph service 
regulations, 

A central office for the administration of the service, called the International 
Bureau of the Telegraph Union, was established at Berne, Switzerland, and placed 
in charge of the Swiss Confederation. 

The last convention was held at Lisbon, Portugal, in the year 1908; and the regula- 
tions as modified and extended at that convention are spoken of as international tele- 
graph service regulations (Lisbon Revision, 1908). 

At the conclusion of the Lisbon Convention, there were fifty states, High Contract- 
ing Parties in the Telegraph Union, grouped in six classes, with a view to an equitable 


division of the expenses of the service, each state contributing in the proportion of a 
certain number of units: 
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I notice that Japan is in the first group, and pays the same proportion as Great 
Britain, Germany, France and other great powers. 

In the International Telegraph Service Regulations (Lisbon Revision, 1908), the 
expressions “plain language,” “code language,” and “cipher language” are defined 
as follows :— 

Plain language— 


“Plain language is that which offers an intelligible sense in one or more 
of the languages authorized for international telegraphic correspondence.”— 
Reg. VII, paragraph 1. ; 

“ach administration notifies, amongst the languages used in the territories 
of the State to which it belongs those which it authorizes for employment in 
international telegraphic correspondence in plain language. The use of Latin 
is also authorized.”—Reg. VII, paragraph 3. 

Code language— 

“ Code language is that which is composed of words not forming intelligible 
phrases in one or more of the languages authorized for telegraphic corre- 
spondence in plain language.”—Reg. VIII, paragraph 1. _ 

“The words, whether genuine or artificial must be formed of syllables 
capable of pronunciation according to the current usage of one of the following 
languages: German, English, Spanish, French, Dutch, Italian, Portuguese, or 
Latin.”—Reg. VIII, paragraph 2. 

“Words in code language must not be longer than ten characters accord- 
ing to the Morse alphabet, the combinations, ae, aa, ao, oe, ue, being counted as 
letters each. The combination ch is also counted as two letters in artificial 
words.”—Reg. VIII, paragraph 3. 

Cipher language— 

“1. Cipher language is that which is formed— 

The text of telegrams may be in plain or secret language, the latter being 
a secret meaning, or letters, (excluding the accented letters 4, 4, 4, 6, fi, 6, ii), 
groups or series of letters having a secret meaning; 

“2nd. Of words, names expressions, or combinations of letters not fulfil- 
ling the conditions of plain language (Reg. VII) or of code language (Reg. 
WILEY? 

“9. The mixture, in one group, of figures and letters having a secret 
meaning is not admitted.”—Reg. IX. 

The text of telegrams may be in plain or secret language, the latter being 
subdivided into code and cipher language. Each of these languages may be 
employed alone or conjointly with the others in the same telegram. 

“All the Administrations admit, in all their relations, telegrams in plain 
language. They may decline to forward or to receive for delivery private tele- 
grams composed either wholly or in part in secret language; but they must 
allow these telegrams to pass in transit, unless the service be suspended as 
defined in Article 8 of the Act of the St. Petersburg Convention.”—Reg VII, 
paragraphs 1 and 2. 

Plain language count— 

“In telegrams in which the text is written entirely in plain language, each 
ordinary word and each authorized compound are counted respectively at the 
rate of one word for each fifteen characters, according to the Morse alphabet, 
plus one word for the excess, if any.”—Reg. XIX, paragraph 3. 

Code-language count— 

“Tn code language the maximum length of a word is fixed at ten characters 
counted according to the prescriptions of Reg. VIII, paragraph 3,” as above— 
Reg. XTX, paragraph 4. 
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Cipher count— 

“ Groups of figures or of letters, commercial marks composed of figures and 
letters, are counted at the rate of one word for each five figures or letters which 
they contain, plus one word for any excess. Each of the combinations ae, aa, ao, 
00, ue, and ch is counted as two letters.” —Reg. XIX, paragraph 7. 


Telegrams in Plain Language. 


Under these regulations, “all the administrations admit, in ‘all their relations, 
telegrams in plain language,’ for transmission by both land and cable lines, each 
administration having been given notice as to the language or languages which it 
authorizes for employment in international telegraphic correspondence in plain lang- 
uage.”’ Administrations may decline to transmit or to receive for delivery, private 
telegrams composed wholly or partly of secret language; but none of them ever refuses 
to transmit or to receive for delivery, on the terms of plain-language count, messages 
written in any plain language authorized by one of the High Contracting Parties. So, 
it is manifest that Japanese is one of the languages herein referred to (Regulations VI 
and VII)—being in exactly the same position as the English language. 


Telegrams in Code Language. 


There are certain restrictions in the case of code telegrams. The decision of the 
last Convention—that held at Lisbon in 1908—was, that in code language “ the words, 
whether. genuine or artificial, must be formed of syllables capable of pronunciation 
according to ‘the current usage of one of the following languages: German, English, 
Spanish, French, Dutch, Italian, Portuguese, or Latin’.” Regulation WM AAE 

The words, “whether genuine or artificial,” in the preceding paragraph, clearly 
show what the decision was,—not that code telegrams may be sent only in words of one 
of the eight languages named, but in words of any language, or no language, provided, 
“Whether genuine or artificial,” they are “formed of syllables capable of pronuncia- 
tion according to the current usage of one” of the languages referred to. 

Therefore, I think there ean be no doubt that, in international telegraphic corre- 
spondence, code messages consisting of Japanese words written in Roman letters and 
formed of syllables capable “of pronounciation according to the current usage of ” the 
English language, must be transmitted, code-language count, on the same terms and 
conditions as code messages composed of English words. 


Cable Companies. 


The cable companies transmit telegrams in the Japanese language, according to 
the plain-language and code-language rules; our land line companies, like other land 
line companies on both sides of the Atlantic, perform their part of the service in the trans- 
mission of international cable message in Japanese, according to the plain-language 
and code-language rules; and they formerly applied the same rules to ordinary inland, 
or domestic messages—messages between points in Canada and from points in Canada 
to points in the United States; but they finally decided to apply the cipher count (one 
word for each five letters or characters, plus one word for any excess) to all messages 
in Japanese between points on this side of the Atlantic. This practice, it appears, is 
generally followed in the United States also, although Mr. Newcombe Carlton, Vice- 
President of the Western Union Telegraph Company, made the following statement in 
a letter dated June 7, 1912 :— 


“T beg to say, on behalf of the Western Union Telegraph Company, 
that there is no objection to the use of the Japanese language or of any other 
language which can be expressed in Roman letters in telegrams; but that on 
account of the difficulty with which Japanese words are transmitted and their 
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frequent excessive length as compared with the English language, on the gen- 
eral use of which our schedule of tariffs is predicated,—we find it necessary to 
count the same, as many other foreign languages are counted, at the rate of 
five letters or fraction of five letters to the word.” 


Allegation of Telegraph Companies. 


At the hearing of this case, two reasons were given for the change, from both 
the plain-language count and the code-language count, to the cipher count in the 
case of domestic, or inland messages in the Japanese language: 


1st. That dishonesty was frequently practised in plain-language messages, by 
combining four or five words, writing the combination as one word, and thus defraud- 
ing the telegraph companies; and that, in code messages, the words were studiously 
combined or formed so as to avoid the use of any but words of the uniform length of 
ten letters (the maximum allowed by code-language count) thus violating the spirit 
of the rule and imposing on the telegraph companies. 


2nd. That operators, who generally understand only their own language, find 
great difficulty in deciphering Japanese telegrams, so as to be sure that none but 
ordinary words and compounds authorized by the current usage of the Japanese 
language, are used. 


> 


Fraudulent l'elegrams. 


Provision was made by the International Convention in St. Petersburgh for 
dealing with cases of dishonesty in the construction of telegrams for international 
transmission; and I think a like method, or some swifter and more effective pro- 
cedure, should be adopted in the case of fraudulent inland messages—messages between 
points in Canada and from points in Canada to points in the United States. Note 
the following statements :— 


“ Combinations or alterations of words contrary to the usage of the lang- 
uages are not admitted; the same applies to combinations or alterations dis- 
simulated by means of reversal of the order of letters or syllables. 

“ The counting of the office of origin is decisive, both for purposes of trans- 
mission and of the international accounts. Nevertheless, when a telegram 
contains combinations or alterations of words of one of the languages of the 
country of destination or of a language other than those of the country of 
origin, contrary to the usage of such language, the office of destination has the 
right to recover from the addresses the amount of charge not collected. If 
this right is exercised, the telegram is delivered to the addresses only on pay- 
ment of the short-charge. In case of refusal to pay, a service advice is 
addressed to the office of origin. If the sender, duly notified of the reason for 
non-delivery, agrees to pay the excess, a service advice is addressed to the 
delivery office; and, on receipt of this service advice, the office of destination 
delivers the telegram. 

“When the administration of origin discovers, after the charge has been 
collected, that a telegram contains either inadmissible combinations or alter- 
ations of words, or expressions of words which, although not fulfilling the 
conditions of plain or code language, have been charged for as belonging to 
these languages, it applies to these expressions or words, for the calculation of 
the short-charge to be recovered from the sender, the rules to which they should 
havelbeen respectively subjected. The combination or alterations are counted 
in accordance with the number of words which they would contain, if they 


. ° ” 
were written in the usual manner. 


20e—17 | v 


258 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


5 GEORGE V., A. 1915 


“The administration of origin acts in the same way when irregularities 
are pointed out to it by a transit administration or by the administration of 
destination.”—Regulation XIX, paragraphs 8, 9, 10. 


Ordinary Telegraph Operators. 


No doubt the ordinary telegraph operator who understands only the English 
lauguage, would find great difficulty in deciding off-hand whether the words in a 
Japanese telegram though written in Roman letters and formed of syllables capable of 
pronunciation according to the current usage of the English language, were all ordin- 
ary Japanese words and compounds authorized by the current usage of the Japanese 
language. In fact he could not then and there settle any such question. No more 
could he do so in the ease of a German, Dutch or Latin telegram. He would simply 
have to insist on its being plainly written in Roman letters, and transmit it, with the 
understanding that, if it was afterwards found to contain any word or combination of 
words not authorized by the current usage of the language in question, the sender 
would have to pay the shortage in charge, and would be liable to prosecution for fraud. 

Further, it should be noticed that the said operator would have not greater diffi- 
culty in deciphering domestic messages, say, messages from Ottawa to Vancouver, 
than he has now in deciphering transcontinental cable messages—from Ottawa to 
Tokio, for example—which are regularly transmitted according to both plain language 
and code-language count. 

Official Vocabulary. 


It was further stated by the telegraph companies that an official vocabulary, or 
dictionary, containing in alphabetical order, all—or nearly all—the words in the eight 
languages enumerated in the definition of code language, assist operators in decipher- 
ing telegrams in these eight languages, while they had no such means of checking 
improper combinations and evasions in the Japanese language, and a large number 
of other languages in the list approved by the High Contracting Parties. 

Speaking for the Japanese, I may say that I have before me a very good Japanese- 
English dictionary by I. Nitobe and J. Takakusu. The fifth edition of this dictionary 
was published in 1907, and it costs $1.50 in this country. In it, I find Japanese words 
clearly expressed in Roman letters, as distinct and easily pronounced and read as 
ordinary English words; and it appears that, on the average, Japanese words are not 
nearly so long as average words in German, which abounds in long compounds, such 
as we find in scarcely any other language. 


English Telegrams in Japan. 


Englishmen in Japan can send messages in plain English words and in cod> lang- 
‘age, between points in Javan, respectively. according to plain-language and code: 
language count; and I think the Canadian telegraph companies have failed to justify 
their action in refusing the people of the Japanese Empire like privileges in this 
country. 

Conclusion. - 


Hence, on the evidence and argument considered in connection with the facts and 
circumstances stated above, my opinion is, that the application in this case should be 
granted—that all telegraph companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board should 
be required and directed as follows :— ‘e 

(1) To transmit and to receive for delivery, at plain-language count, Japanese 
telegrams from point to point in Canada and between points in Canada and points in 
the United States of America, when the said telegrams are composed . J apanese 


rie written in Roman letters and authorized by the current usage e Japanese 
anguage, 
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(2) To transmit and to receive for delivery, from and between the said points, 

Japanese code telegrams, at code-language count, when the words of the said telegrams 
“whether genuine or artificial” are written in Roman letters and formed of syllables 
capable of pronounciation according to the current usage of the English language, as 
in the case of code messages in English. 

This, as above, would be my judgment; but, since the hearing of his application, 
the Consul General of Japan, admitting that his country has not yet provided a Jap- 
anese-English dictionary so comprehensive and satisfactory as the Official Vocabulary 
used in deciphering telegrams in the eight languages referred to above, has expressed 
his willingness to concur in and abide by an order directing all telegraph companies 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Board, to transmit and to receive for delivery, both 
plain-language and code-language Japanese telegrams, at code-language count (maxi- 
mum ten letters per word) between points in Canada, and on the Canadian portion of 
the service in, and in connection with, the transmission and receipt of such telegrams 
to and from inland points outside of Canada, until such time as a sufficiently compre- 
hensive dictionary (including the Japanese language) is prepared and approved—it 
being understood that code words of more than ten letters must be counted and charged 
at cipher rate, namely five letters to the word, but genuine words of more than ten 
letters may be used in their ordinary sense in a code message or in a plain-language 
message, and, in such case, shall be counted at the rate of ten letters to a word; plain- 
language telegrams to be composed of plain Japanese words written in Roman letters 
and authorized by the current usage of the Japanese language; and code-language tele- 
grams to be constructed of words, ‘‘ whether genuine or artificial” written in Roman 
letters and formed of syllables capable of pronunciation according to the current usage 
of the English language. 

So, I recommend that an order go as per the consent of the Consul General. 


Ordered accordingly. 


March 25, 1913. 
RE GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY. 


Chief Commissjoner Drayton: 


‘This is a complaint of the Iron Mountain, Limited, the Hudson Bay Mine, and Queen 


Mines, of Salmo, B.C., complaining (1) of the neglect of the Great Northern 

Railway Company to supply box cars for the handling of ore; (2) the insufficiency 

of rolling stock of the said railway company; and (3) excessive freight rates. 

The case came on for hearing at Nelson, B.C., and opportunity was given to the 
parties to amplify by correspondence the admissions then made. 

1. The mine owners, in September last, were unable to get cars of any description 
‘for loading ore. The railway company hod for some years past, been supplying cars 
for ore shipments to the Trail Smelter; but, on the 19th September, the railway com- 
pany’s agent at Salmo stated that instructions had been received from Mr. Doyle the 
superintendent at Marcus, not to supply any more Great Northern cars for ore ship- 
ments. 

The company’s answer to the complaint made by the mine owners was to the effect 
that its box ears were badly needed to handle grain, and that it had arranged with 
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to furnish cars for ore shipments from Salmo 
to Trail. 

The mining companies claim that there are no facilities for loading the ore in 
dumps; that carbonates will not run in a chute; that the only means of handling ore 
is with shovels; and that their ore is a carbonate of lead of comparatively low value 
(some $24.54} per ton) which absorbs moisture readily, with the result that, if shipped 
in open earn cars, the freight rate on the extra weight due to moisture, either in wet 
weather or winter time, would be high enough to prohibit any shipping at all; and 
that, for these reasons, box cars must be supplied, or their industry will be ruined. 
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At the hearing, the railway company’s answer was that all its box cars were 
required to move grain, and that ore cars are constructed on purpose to move ore and 
should be used by miners, such equipment being set aside for that purpose. 

No answer is made by the company to the complainant’s allegation as to the char- 
acter of the ore and the result of exposure to moisture, except a statement that the 
miners themselves are not careful in keeping their ore dry. 

Tt is apparent from the record that box cars have been supplied for ore traffic for 
the last seven years; and the shipper should have something to say regarding the equip- 
ment necessary for the purposes of his business. No hardship results to the railway 
company. All railway companies have on hand a greater or less number of box cars 
that are unfit for the handling of grain and are used for handling such commodities 
as lumber, coal, etc. Box cars are, I find, suitable-—in many cases necessary—for this 
traffic, and they must be supplied to the mining companies where requested. 

9. On the question as to sufficiency of rolling stock, Mr. Fortier, who appeared 
with Mr. Doyle for the railway company, on being asked as to the total number of 
treat Northern box cars available in Canada, stated that he had not the data, but that 
there were only eight or ten such cars on which duty was paid. He did not think that 
there were over a dozen on the Nelson and Fort Sheppard line, and that they were 
built only for the merchandise business in Canada, there being no grain traffic and but 
little hay; and, when asked a further question, he said that the box cars the railway 
company had used for the mines, came from the American side. The position was 
then stated as follows: “ You see, on your showing, any efforts you make to look after 
the Canadian traffic requiring box cars, are entirely incidental to your movement of 
American freight?” His answer was: “ We have had so little business on this side.” 
Mr. Doyle further stated that duty had been paid on 150 or 200 open steel cars. 

On the 11th December, subsequent to the hearing, Mr. Doyle, on looking further 
into his statistics, wrote that the company had 48 duty-paid box cars and 200 steel ore 
ears; and Mr. Haydon, the company’s Ottawa representative, now states that the Great 
Northern has some 600 cars on which duty has been paid in Canada, and which are 
assigned as much as possible to Canadian traffic. These cars, however, cover service 
on the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway, the Brandon, Saskatchewan and 
Hudson Bay Railway, the Red Mountain Railway, the Manitoba Great Northern Rail- 
way, the Midland Railway of Manitoba, the Kootenay Valley Railway, and the Bed- 
lington and Nelson Railway, as well as the Nelson and Fort Sheppard Railway. Mr. 
Haydon states that as a result of an interview with the Customs Department, it may 
be possible that the railway company will ear-mark the duty paid cars for use in 
Canada, allowing the general equipment of the road to move freely in and out for 
international business; or that the company may assign certain cars for the Canadian 
lines, which under Customs’ arrangements may be allowed, with international cars, to 
move freely in and out of the country. 

I do not think that any particular identified cars should be held exclusively for 
Canadian business. Reasonable facilities should be given to shippers on the lines 
of the company wherever they are situated. It would be absurd to say that cars 
numbered 1 to 600, for example, should be kept in Canada for Canadian business. 
Such a practice would have an injurious effect on international traffic; and it is not 
necessary. The proper practice is for the company to supply the equipment necessary 
for the handling of traffic from Canada as well as in Canada; and such practice entails, 
to the extent of international traffic, the common use of a portion of the equipment 
provided for United States traffic. 

The chief operating officer of the Board, after carefully going over the annual 
reports of the different lines of railway controlled by the Great Northern Railway 
Company, reports that, at least, one thousand cars are necessary for the handling of 
Canadian traffic at the present time; but, owing to the difficulty of segregating any 
given number of cars, it is probably at present necessary simply to say that this com- 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 261 


SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


pany has failed to provide adequate facilities for its Canadian traffic; that it must 
so provide; and that the Canadian business must not any longer depend on the 
accident as to whether or not there are box cars from the United States waiting to be 
unloaded and returned. The company must provide cars for business originating on 
its lines in Canada. Whether the cars belong to the company or are supplied by other 
railways, is a matter of indifference to the shipper. The responsibility rests on the 
company on whose lines the traffic originates. . 
I may add that the Board’s operating officer will make an inspection of the com- 
pany’s traffic and facilities within six months from this date in order to ascertain 
whether the Board’s directions have been carried out. 
3. The question of freight rates will not be disposed of until the work of collecting 
further data is completed. 


Mr. Commissioner McLean concurred. 
March 7, 1913. 


RE RATES ON BAR IRON, LONDON TO BLIND RIVER, ONT. 


Mr. Commissioner McLran: 


This complaint is directed against the Grand Trunk Railway and its connecting 
water carrier, the Northern Navigation Company, and against the Canadian Pacific 
railway and its connecting water carrier, the Dominion Transportation Company. It is 
alleged that these lines of carriage are discriminating against Blind River and other 
towns on the north shore of lake Huron. Blind River is the only one from which com- 
plaint has been received. 

It is stated that a rate of 194 cents per 100 pounds on bar iron, in carload lots for 
shipment from London, Ont., via either Owen Sound or Collingwood is charged to 
Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., while at the same time a rate of 25 cents per 100 pounds car- 
loads, is charged on the same commodity to Blind River, although Sault Ste. Marie is 
70 miles farther on. It is stated, further, that the boats carrying those commodities to 
’ Sault Ste. Marie stop regularly at Blind River. The difference in rate practice com- 
plained of is stated to be a gross discrimination in favour of the larger towns. 

The position of the Blind River Board of Trade is supported by the London Rolling 
Mills Company, of London, Canada, which desires that the rates to Sault Ste. Marie, 
Ont., and Fort William should be made a maximum to Blind River and other north 
shore ports. 

Tt is necessary to set out first a brief statement of the rates in connection with this 
movement. The Grand Trunk railway tariff C.R.C.E.-1804, effective July 28, 1908, 
quoted a lake and rail rate of 25 cents fifth class, in which the commodity in question 
moves from stations in Group A, in which London is situated, to ports of call on lake 
Superior, as well as ports of call on lake Huron and Georgian bay. This rate, therefore, 
covered Fort William, Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., Blind River, and the various other ports 
of call on the Georgian bay and lake Huron. It may be noted in passing that the same 
tariff quoted a commodity rate on iron and steel articles, including therein bar iron 
from Montreal and stations west to Fort William and Port Arthur, of 25 cents, this rate 
being applicable on traffic destined beyond. By Supplement 5 to G.T.R. tariff E-1304, 
effective to Canadian points, April 12, 1909, a 193-cent rate on bar iron and other iron 
and steel commodities was quoted to Fort William, West Fort, Port Arthur and Duluth. 
By Supplement 9 to same tariff, effective May 15, 1909, a 19}-cent rate on iron and 
steel articles, including bar iron, was specifically quoted to Sault Ste. Marie, Ont. By 
Supplement 10 to the same tariff, effective June 24, 1909, the 194-cent rate to Sault Ste. 
Marie, Ont., was taken out. During the year 1910, it does not appear from the tariffs 
on file with the Board that there was any rate to Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., other than the 
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25-cent rate, applicable to the fifth-class movements, lake and rail. The Grand Trunk 
tariff C.R.C.E.-2303 cancelling this C.R.C.E.-1304 and supplements thereto, effective on 
Canadian traffic to Lake Huron and Georgian Bay ports westbound, April 17, 1911, 
eastbound, April 21, 1911, and on traffic to Fort William and Port Arthur and West 
Fort, westbound, April 5, 1911, and eastbound, April 15, 1911, repeats the 25-cent rate 
fifth class, to ports of call on lakes Huron and Superior and Georgian bay, and also 
quotes a commodity rate of 193 cents to Fort William, Port Arthur, West Fort and 
Duluth, and also to Sault Ste. Marie, Ont. This rate to Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., was 
exclusive of marine insurance across the lake and wharfage at Sault Ste. Marie. The 
rate of 19% cents to Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., is repeated in various supplements to 
C.R.C.E.-2303. It is not necessary to recapitulate these; but the one which requires 
attention is Supplement 12, effective August 29, 1912, which provides that the 194-cent 
rate to Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., will not apply to intermediate ports on the Georgian bay. 
There is also repeated here the same notation, viz., that the rate is exclusive of marine 
insurance across the lake and wharfage at Sault Ste. Marie, Ont. : 

The Canadian Pacifie Railway tariff C.R.C.E.—1107, effective April 25th, 1908, 
quotes a 25 cent rate, fifth class to Lake Superior ports of eall and Lake Huron and 
Georgian Bay ports of call. The C.P.R. tariff C.R.C.E.—1858, effective August 17th, 
1910, repeats this rate; but there now appears a commodity rate of 19% 
cents on iron and steel commodities, including bar iron, this rate being applicable to 
Fort William and Sault Ste. Marie, Ont. The railway’s tariff C.R.C.E.—2324, effec- 
tive June 1, 1912, repeats the 193 cent rate; but there is now added a note that the 
rate to Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., will not apply to intermediate points on the Georgian 
bay. 

The situation may be summarized by saying that a 194 cent rate to Sault Ste. 
Marie, Ont., was in force by the Grand Trunk and its water connections for a short 
time during 1909; that it is not quoted in 1910; and that it again became effective in 
1911. So far as the Canadian Pacifie is concerned, this rate apparently became effec- 
tive in 1910. None of these tariffs contained any statement setting out that the 
193-cent rate was applicable to Blind River, or indeed to any other Lake Huron or 
Georgian Bay ports east of Sault Ste. Marie. 

The water carriers already referred to, the Northern Navigation Company and 
the Dominion Transportation Company, which participate with the railways in build- 
ing up the through rate and route are not subject to the jurisdiction of the Board, 
since neither one of them is chartered, used, maintained or worked, by a railway sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of the Board. The question of jurisdiction need not, however, 
be gone into here, as it was not raised by the Northern Navigation Company which 
was represented at the hearing, and which stated through its representative that it 
desired to have the whole matter turn on the question of earnings. 

_ there are in existence also all-water lines operating on the lakes. The Inland 
lines operate from Montreal, Toronto and Hamilton to Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., and 
Port William. There are also the Canadian Lake line and Merchant's Mutual. 
: — lines do not make joint rates with the railways, but they base on the same rates 
‘rom the head of the lakes as the lake and rail lines do on traffic beyond. 

The rates as between the Grand Trunk, for example, and its water connection 
divide on certain percentages. 


To Blind River and other Georgian Bay ports, via Collingwood— 
Per cent. 
From Toronto and Hamilton, Grand Trunk.. .. .......... 50 
Steamship. vy'.si- 0p Aad le ee 
From Montreal, Grand Trunk) 62.8 oo: . Bee eee 
Steamship; <<... 5: JM. 4. See ee 
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To Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., Port Arthur, and Fort William via Point Edward— 


a Per cent. 
Pronaerondnne Grand /Lrunky. =. cx 5 v1 *s i +d /.0idhsd an ope ba ODE 
Bre CHIMGn IT mote Ser eran Pee hh Ae Se eee oe 
pee OO PANG. LURK. 1 aos Seas ede We eds oe 
BEIGE ae ete Coy oa Nol Sh can tuags taped oes 1d dE 
Per oles tents tata. LrUak. « ...0)/5)h sie sc. be. suo ogee OU 
SPO RAANEAL Dg 22 4 3, ote Mics Abe Ba «4 LS hy A Ynog edh do 


It was stated in evidence, on behalf of the Northern Navigation Company, that 
the cost of handling was much greater at Blind River than at Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., 
and that on account of lack of labour there were apt to be great delays in unloading 
such cargo as bar iron at that point. It was alleged on the other hand, that Sault Ste. 
Marie possessed greater facilities. These statements are traversed by the representa- 
tives of the Blind River Board of Trade, who states that on telegraphic notice there 
would be no difficulty in obtaining sufficient help for unloading purposes at Blind River 
at reasonable rates. A statement is also filed on behalf of the Northern Navigation 
Company. 


STATEMENT OF EARNINGS AND EXPENSES—GEORGIAN Bay Division. 


Majestic. 
alse ii ee < ie ae 1912. 
IAMS Sarees Geccetansich ksleer tyes 2 sees $22,454 30 $26,835 08 $26,866 02 
TEXDOUSCS suet estsbcsreter. ais oss 20,307 53 25,165 35 31,221 81 
PE TOM crs sui? cis | 3) sue os $2,146 77 $1,669 73 Loss. .$4,355 79 


Germanic. 


1910. 1911. 1912. 
Bie s ae = seen ek $56,084 51 $55,132 50 $49,762 32 
Bip snsedcn, ek 23 ona tS sl. 42,645 26 45,388 07 43.940 08 
PCH oe Poke $13,439 25 $9,744 43 $5,822 24 
Midland. 
1910. 1911. 1912. 

: ; 2 85 

Barsiurer be ee lke $47,601 67 $46,006 46 $38,30 
[EIX DGD SCSwetree) Ae as be naPk che rs 40,375 96 42,121 58 40,775 26 
: PEC 4 eg a eee $7,225 71 $3,884 88 Loss.. $2,472 41 


The object is to show that the profits on this business to Georgian Bay ports have 
been decreasing, and that the result in 1912 was a net loss. The Board is not intormed 
just how these figures are made up. In view of the fact that this portion of the route 
is not subject to the Board’s jurisdiction, it does not seem to me to be proper to build 
anything one way or the other upon these figures, or to attempt to develop anything 
from them by further analysis. The Board’s jurisdiction is clearly limited to the rail 
portion of the movement. But if the Board found that there was unjustly discrimina- 
tory treatment, the fact that one portion of the route which was not subject to the 
Board’s jurisdiction was carrying traffic at a loss, would not be in mind a conclu- 
sive answer in respect of the portion subject to the Board’s jurisdiction. “ 

The Grand Trunk has submitted a statement showing its local rates from differ- 
ent points to points where shipments are made to the water lines. From London, the 
local rate on bar iron to Collingwood is 17 cents. The railway on its 50 per cent divi- 
sion receives 123 cents out of the 25 cent rate to Blind River. On the movement from 
London to Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., which goes via Point Edward, the local rate from 
London to Sarnia or Point Edward is 12 cents. The through rate is 194 cents, of which 

i 2eives 64 cents as its division. . 
eS Se nie hee has been given draws attention to the fact that on this 
upper lake traffic there has for a period of years been considerable use of the system of 
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blanketing. The rates beginning with 1908 show that from Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., to 
Fort William, there was a blanket of 25 cents, and that Blind River was covered by the 
blanket. The all-rail rate, fifth class, London to Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., is 35 cents, 
and Sault Ste. Marie is covered by the same blanket. In explanation of the 194-cent 
rate, it is stated in evidence by the railways that this was forced upon them and their 
water connections by the independent all-water lines putting in a 174-cent rate to Sault 
Ste. Marie, Ont., and Fort William. The rail carriers and their water connections met 
this by putting in a rate two cents higher, and in meeting this water competition they 
graded the rates from various inland points. 

As respects the application of the 194-cent rate to Blind River, the first question 
is, what is the wording of the tariff or tariffs? As has been pointed out, the 194-cent 
rate when put in to Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., specifically mentioned Sault Ste. Marie 
and the other points to which it was applicable, no mention being made of Blind River 
or any other intermediate Georgian Bay ports. So far as the tariff goes, there is 
apparently no sanction for the 19}-cent rate to Blind River. Possibly the application 
of the 193-cent rate to Blind River might be invoked on the ground that the practice 
whereby the longer distant points were given the lower rate was in violation of the 
long and short haul clause. It is stated by Mr. Braithwaite of the Blind River Board 
of Trade that during the season of 1911, the 194-cent rate was applicable to Blind 
River. As I have stated, I find no tariff sanctioning this. I do not know how it was 
applied in practice (considering the way the tariff is worded) to this point. It may be 
that the agent or agents in quoting rates, having in mind the lake and rail blanket of 
25 cents, as well as the all-rail blanket of 35 cents, assumed that the Sault. Ste. Marie 
rate was a maximum to intermediate points. In the absence of any evidence how this 
rate was so applied, further conjecture is useless. : 

Both the Canadian Pacific and the Grand Trunk started out in the season of 1912 
with no words in their tariff stating that a rate to Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., was inap- 
plicable to intermediate points. What, if anything, is to be built on this and on their 
subsequent action 2 

A 174-cent rate to Sault Ste. Marie and Fort William is applicable by all-water 
carriers which do not make the smaller intermediate Georgian Bay ports, and there 
is not the same competition of water carriers to intermediate ports as to points on the 
direct line to lake Superior. 

The question as to whether the difference in treatment as between Blind River 
and Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., is an undue preference or unjust discrimination turns on 
the matter of water competition. ‘ 

While the Railway Act has conferred a wide jurisdiction over railway rates upon 
the Board, it has not conferred jurisdiction over the rates of water carriers, except— 


(1) In regard to port to port traffic between Canadian ports by sea or land or by 
inland water on vessels which the railway subject to the Board’s jurisdiction “ owns, 
charters, uses, maintains or works,” and 

(2) In the case of through traffic and through rates over a line of railway subject 
to the Board’s jurisdiction, and a water carrier which such railway “ owns, charters, 
uses, maintains or works.” 


Parliament in dealing with the regulation of railway rates, in the Rail- 
way Act, has recognized that the large investment of capital in a_ fixed 
form in railways and _ the special conditions attaching to railway bus- 
iness have limited the efficiency of the competitive principle in its application 
to rates. The legislation of Canada in regard to railways embodies in this 
respect the outcome of a gradual evolution. Experience has led the legislators 
-of Canada to the same conclusions as have been arrived at in England and in the 
United States. But in the Railway Act, Parliament, by its general silence in regard 
to water transportation, has recognized that this stands on a different footing from 
railway transportation. Tt is safe to say that water transportation has been recog- 
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nized as more highly competitive than railway transportation, and that it is on this 
account Parliament has not deemed it necessary to intervene here to hold the balance 
true between the shipper and the transportation agency. There has also been reliance 
on water transportation, as a regulative factor. The Railway Act has recognized by 
its silence what experience teaches. In the case of water competition, the expenditure 
of a sum of money which would be sufficient only to construct, say, six or seven miles 
of fully equipped railway track, creates a transportation carrier which can move freely 
from place to place and from route to route over the free right of way of the waters. 
The interposition of water transportation creates not only a regulative force, but also 
brings into being seeming anomalies in regard to rates. 

A rate regulative tribunal has to recognize that water competition where effective 
demands recognition, and that its effect may be by creating competition at a point or 
points; to afford a justification of a rate situation, which, if it were brought about by 
railway conditions alone would fall within the inhibitions of the Railway Act in regard 
to unjust discrimination and undue preferences. The Board has had, on various occa- 
sions, to deal with the question of water competition. By its order issued December 1, 
1905, No. 794, it granted the Canadian Pacific Railway Company permission to meet 
on the Pacific coast the competition of independent water carriers, not subject to the 
Railway Act. This permission applied not only to the port to port traffic, but also to 
the situation where the transportation was partly by railway on the lines of the com- 
pany in Vancouver island, and partly by water from a port on Vancouver island to a 
port on the main land. 

Again, on December 3, 1908, the Board by its order No. 5774 granted a similar 
permission, as a result of an application made by the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern 
Railway and Navigation Company. The Board has said in respect of a compelled rate 
based on water competition, it is the privilege of the railway, in its own interests, to 
meet water competition. It is not, however, the privilege of the shipper to demand 
less than normal rates because of such competition which the railway does not in its 
own interests choose to meet. It has further said that where the railway chooses to 
meet water competition, it is to be presumed, unless the contrary is established, that 
it does so because there is effective competition in regard to traffic important in 
amount. Plain and Co. vs. C.P.R. 9 Can. Ry. Cas. p. 223. The same position has 
been followed by the Board in Canadian Oil Companies vs. the Grand Trunk, Canadian 
Pacific and Canadian Northern Railways, 12 Can. Ry. Cas. 350. It has also used the 
following language :— 

“Tn Canada, the competition of a boat line which is not owned, chartered, 
used, maintained or worked by a railway subject to the jurisdiction of the Board, 
is exempt from the Board’s control. It is recognized that on such a state of 
facts it is in the discretion of the railway to what, if any, extent it shall recog- 
nize this competition; and if competition forces the rates of a railway below 
its normal basis, it follows that when the competition is less effective the rail- 
way may bring its rates up more closely to its normal basis.’”—-Dominion Millers’ 
Association vs. G.T. and C.P. Ry. Cos. 12 Can. Ry. Cas. 368. 

The Board has had before it of its own motion the question of the obligations of 
railway companies under section 7 of the Railway Act, in respect of port to port traffic 
carried by vessels which they own, charter, use, maintain or work. “It was pointed out 
by the Board’s circular No. 59, of February 15, 1911, that it was probably the intention 
of Parliament that local traffic between ports in Canada carried entirely in or upon 
vessels particularized in section 7 as distinguished from through traffic carried by a 
vessel as part of a continuous rail and water route, should be subject to the tariff 
clauses of the Railway Act,” and the railways subject to the Board’s jurisdiction were 
required to show cause why standard freight and passenger tariffs should not be filed. 
Submissions were made by the railways concerned; and the Board, being seized of the 
difficulties in the way, stated that on March 28, 1911, by amendment No. 1 to circular 
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No..59, that “in view of the difficulties that would be placed in the way of companies 
operating ships in port to port traffic in competition with local boats free from provi- 
sions of the Act” it was not deemed expedient to require the filing of the tariffs 
referred to in its cireular No. 59. 

The situation as between Blind River and Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., falls squarely 
within what has been decided by the Board. The railway companies, in conjunction 
with their connecting water carriers, have put in a rate basis to Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., 
and Fort William which is compelled by the water competition. The water competi- 
tion important in amount and effect applies to Sault Ste. Marie and on the upper lake 
trafic. Blind River is off the line of this competition. It is in the railway’s discretion 
whether it shall meet this water competition; but the fact that it has met the water 
competition at Sault Ste. Marie, where such competition exists, is not a reason why its 
discretion should be limited as to Blind River where the competition of the all-water 
lines does not exist. The lake and rail rate to Blind River is below the normal basis 
of the all rail rate, this being due to water competition. This lake and rail rate to 
Blind River is not attacked as unreasonable in itself. The fact that the 19'-cent rate 
was apparently applied to Blind River during the season of 1911 has no conclusive 
bearing on the matter. As has been indicated, there is no tariff sanction for so apply- 
ing the rate, except, possibly, by inference. But if, irrespective of any explicit tariff 
sanction, the application of the 193-cent rate to Sault Ste. Marie resulted in the same 
rate for a time being applied to Blind River, this in no way limits the right of the 
railway to take out this rate when the water competition becomes less effective, or 
when the railway thinks it has become less effective, or even when the railway no! 
longer desires to meet it. The allegation of discrimination, has, threfore, been 
disproved, and the application must be dismissed. 


Chief Commissioner Drayton, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commis- 
sioner Goodeve concurred. 

Order, dismissing the complaint, issued. 

March 12, 1913. 


RE INCREASED RATE ON PRESSED BRICK, BRADFORD, PENNSYLVANIA, TO WINDSOR, ONT. 


Mr. Commissioner MCLEAN: 


On the original hearing of this complaint, the only matter at issue was the 
increased rate on pressed brick from Bradford, Pennsylvania, to Windsor, Ont. 

The decision, as given in the original hearing, was based on the procedure which 
had been adopted by the Board in respect of the onus in the matter of reasonableness- 
In effect, the decision as rendered was a non-suit so far as the railway was concerned. 
The Board had laid down in various decisions that where a rate which had been for 
some time in force was increased, the burden of proving that such increase was reason- 
able was on the railway; it being held that a rate established in the first instance by a 
railway of its own volition was presumptively reasonable; and that it was incumbent 
on the railway, if such initial rate was reasonable, to show with reasonable conclusive- 
ness what changed conditions or increase in cost of operation justified the advance of 
the rate. The Board, it is true, had on various occasions expressed opinions somewhat 
at variance with this. In dealing with the question of joint switching rates in Toronto, 
Chief Commissioner Killam used the following words: “It does not appear to me that 
the railway companies are bound to make an exception in the case of Toronto, or that 
because of their having thus mutually absorbed these charges for a considerable length 
of time, they must necessarily continue to do so forever. The whole question is one 
of reasonableness, and while the continuance of the practice affords evidence of its 
reasonableness, it is not conclusive.” 

Canadian Manufacturers’ Association vs. Canadian Freight Association, 7 Can. 
Ry. Cas. pp. 307, 808. The same position was followed by the Board in Laidlaw Jium- 
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ber Co. vs. Grand Trunk Ry. 8 Can. Ry. Cas. p, 194, and in Montreal Produce Mer- 
chants’ Association vs. Grand Trunk Ry. and Canadian Pacifie Ry. Companies, 9 Can. 
Ry. Cas: p. 238. 

The railways have continuously urged before the Board that while there have been 
increases in general cost of operation, it is not possible to so analyze these increases 
so as to show in detail how they affect each particular commodity moved, and whether 
each commodity moved participates in the increased cost of movement in greater or 
lesser degree. Undoubtedly the railways, in common with other portions of the public, 
have felt the effect of the steadily upward movement of the price curve, a movement 
which has been so practically continuous in one direction that the curve is now vir- 
tually a tangent. In effect, the decision in the Pulpwood ease is that while the con- 
tinuance of the particular rate may raise a presumption of fact as to the unreasonable- 
ness of the increased rate, there is no presumption of law which must be rebutted. 
In dealing with an analogous situation, the Supreme Court of the United States has 
said :— 


“ Undoubtedly where rates are changed, the carrier making the change 
must be able to give a good reason therefor; but the mere fact that a rate has 
been raised carries with it no presumption that it was not rightfully done. 
Interstate Commerce Commission vs. Chicago Great Western Railway Co., 209 
US 118; 

The Board had dealt with the onus ‘as to reasonableness in the Pender group of 
cases and in the Davy case. é 

Complaint of James Pender & Co., St. John, N.B., respecting rates on iron goods 
from St. John, N.B., to points on the Quebec Central Railway. File 10720. 

Complaint of the Portland Rolling Mills, Ltd., of St. John, N.B., against the © 
rates charged on bar iron and nails from St. John, N.B., to Quebec Central Railway 
points. File 10720-1. 

Complaint of the Maritime Nail Company, Limited, against the rates charged 
on bar iron and nails from St. John, N.B., to Quebee Central Railway points. File 
10720-2. 

Davy v. N. St. C. & T. Ry. Co., 9 Can. Ry. Cas. 498. In these cases, the onus 
being placed on the railway, it was required that the information as to changed 
conditions and cost should be as to the particular commodity on which the rate 
increase had been made. 

Now while the onus still remains, the effect of the Board’s judgment in Inter- 
national Paper Co. et al v. G.T.R. e¢ al is that the Board has a wider discretion. 
This judgment in effect sets out that not particular cost alone nor conditions peculiar 
to that particular commodity, but all material conditions and costs, including there 
with comparison of rates, may be given such weight as seems reasonable to the Board. 
It follows that for this purpose all tariffs on file with the Board, whether referred to 
in the record or not, are part of the record. 

The present rehearing must be dealt with in the line of the principles which the 
above-mentioned case has developed. 

In the application for a rehearing, the railways stated that while the original 
application had dealt simply with the question of increase of a particular rate, the 
change in rate was the outcome of the adoption of a new rate scheme in regard to 
bricks, in which while there were some upward movements there were other down- 
ward movements. They pled in effect that the rate situation in respect of the brick 
movements should be looked at from the standpoint of the rate scheme, not from the 
standpoint of a particular rate. aie 

In the original hearing, much had been made of the decision in the United States, 
in which the Interstate Commerce Commission had directed that identical rates 
should be given on firebrick, paving brick and building brick. This decision is spoken 
of in railway circles as meaning that “a brick is a brick.” It was shown in the rehear- 
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ing that whatever the pertinency of this phrase may be as a determining factor in 
the reasonableness of rates on brick in the United States, it has no necessary connec- 
tion whatever with what has been done in Canada by the railways, and that the rail- 
ways have acted entirely of their own volition. 

The railways having urged that the general effect, not the effect of a particular 
rate, should be considered, they were permitted to file statements showing the nature 
of the brick movement to various representative points, the earnings on these move- 
ments at the new rates, and the earnings on the old rates. These statements are 
now before the Board. They cover movements to Toronto, Oshawa, Hamilton, Mid- 
land, London, Brantford, Windsor, and Guelph, Ont., from points of origin in the 
United States. Of these points of origin, eight are located in Ohio, viz., Nel- 
sonville, Canton, Cleveland, Delaware, Porstmouth, Wadsworth, Mariette and 
Strassburgh. Six are located in Pennsylvania, viz., Emery, Lewis Ru, 
Rochester, Bradford, St. Mary’s and Karthaus. Two are located in Ken- 
tucky, viz. Ashland and Haldeman; and one in Michigan, viz., Detroit. 
These returns cover the movements of fire brick, paving brick and_ build- 
ing brick for a period from June 1 to November 30, 1912, over the Grand 
Trunk Railway system, the Michigan Central, the Toronto, Hamilton and 
Buffalo, and the Canadian Pacific Railways. These cover a total movement of 761 
cars, subdivided as follows: fire brick, 578; building brick, 120; paving brick, 63. The 
statements presented do not cover the Wabash and Pére Marquette movements. The 
Wabash did not move any ears of brick from the United States to any of the points 
mentioned during the period in question while the Pére Marquette moved forty-six 
ears to Chatham and Walkerville. Six of these were from Detroit, six from Ohio and 
Kentucky points, and the remainder from New York and Pennsylvania. The Pére 
Marquette figures do not appear to be very material. 

An analysis of the summary of earnings for the six months’ period shows a net 
decrease of revenue, as a result of the arrangement of $1,988.88. The figures as sub- 
mitted showed a decrease of $2,122.87. But some portion of the decrease as thus given 
is due to the fact that in particular cases there is now a through rate, where formerly 
the only rate combination available was the sum of the locals. This of necessity adds 
to the percentage decrease. Where the old rate was the sum of the locals this would 
not be characteristic, as where there was a choice by another route at a through rate 
there would not be any considerable movement on the sum of the locals. An attempt 
has been made in checking the summary to make allowance for this. 


The following summary gives the summary detail as to increases and decreases, 
both in gross amount and per ton:— 


FIRE BRICK. 


Pert Cent 
of Total. 
Lb. Decrease. Increase. Movement. 
G.T.R.... als for en ot ove ete. i Ree Ae 19,540,907 ST Shas) Co eres 
NIC Rg slid een. ll eee ae 11,814,965 Ob Oy. DAs ae eas tela 
SP ae es RU cP sie tate. vk A. pam ee 2,435,100 LOO SS oo ee aA 
33,790,972 _ $2273 O58" wae Sis 73.8 
Decrease per ton, 18.4 cents, 
BUILDING BRICK. 
Per Cent 
of Total 
Lb. Decrease. Increase. Movement. 
(ly Ee Ahead A core. ake onc a ASO Or Oia ile tae te $205 90 
UR OM Sou tc aut Re Sy Coa Sta ma I ae EWR OR TUT eee ep Be ch 14 60 
CAEP SER foretee Wis, sc cee eee ee 3,152,060 SORGE OR eae 
7,461,110 Net....$ $210 86 16.2 


Increase per ton, 5-6 cents. 
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PAVING BRICK. 


Per Cent 
of Total 
Lb. Decrease. Increase. Movement. 
Greve AE Sa oss ae 8,251,700 SEER) Ber ee 
WC OR: &TH.&B. AAPL ee ae PAU ATs i sa $43 50 
CaP Re RRSUM CST Tg arch oa LESIOANC OO ae SO ee at Aer 65 79 
4,526,300 Net....$ $74 31 9.8 


Increase per ton, 8.2 cents. 


The figures of the importation of brick into Canada during the year 1912 via 
Detroit, Port Huron, Black Rock and Suspension Bridge, amounted to 83,281,085 
bricks, valued at $1,006,091. The returns as given for the six months’ period deal with 
45,778,382 pounds weight of brick. As the United States Customs returns are for 
quantity, not for weight, no percentage comparison can be made. 

The total movement of brick to Windsor during the six months’ period was 79 
cars, made up as follows: Paving brick, 2; building brick, 67; fire brick, 10. A further 
analysis shows that the building brick, which is the gravamen of the Cadwell Com- 
pany’s complaint, is subdivided as to car movement and sources of supply as follows: 
Detroit, 21; Ohio, 25; Pennsylvania, 21. 

There are two points in the application of the Cadwell Sand and Gravel Com- 
pany; (1) the increase of rate to Windsor is unjustified; (2) Windsor should have the 
same rate as Detroit, viz., $1.60. The $1.60 rate is fixed by the commercial competition 
of the Ohio brick plants, which are a shorter distance from Detroit than are the Penn- 
sylvania plants. Under these conditions of trade competition, the rate from the Ohio 
fields fixes the maximum which brick from the Pennsylvania field can pay. It holds 
down the Pennsylvania-Detroit rate below the point which it might fairly be expected 
to pay on mileage. The $1.60 rate being concerned with the condition of market com- 
petition at Detroit, which does not exist at Windsor, therefore does not afford a 
’ measure of the Windsor rate. 

The rate to Windsor remains to be considered. 

A summary of the six months’ statistics already referred to may be put in con- 
densed form in the following table :— 


Kind of Average Average 
Railway. Brick. weight per earnings per 
car, car: 

(GUE een oe PS coho Sra de Gate oO) May Paying. 63,153 $ 88 85 
Building. 63,043 50 82 

Fire. 62,438 75 20 

NOSES Akos Td Mile lea Peat 89), A ean AOR CRORE EDIE oO Paving. 67,500 83 37 
Building. 44,625 46 50 

Fire. 59,366 60 84 

(GAG St NIC aly acs onde mice eC Re Cn aC Paving. 81,693 112 12 
Building. 62,659 57 87 

Fire. 57,473 67 87 


It will be noted that in general the building brick, included in which is pressed 
brick, loads to a lighter weight per car than the other kinds of brick, and returns 
smaller earnings per car. The weights and earnings on the building brick movements 
to Windsor show variations in point of weight and point of earnings as between the 


different lines :— 


Railway. Average weight Average earnings 
car. car. 
Cobeieas.s ee ey cea te Sea cme ence Sp 2 73,250 $67 96 
M.C.R. "& HLH. ess NE er ee ee aera 42,833 41 83 


(CoM Roe PON 6 Wool Role! Cos oor bo rue 61,983 55 39 
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There is no movement of building brick by the C.P.R. to Windsor during the six 
months’ period from Pennsylvania points taking the Bradford rate, viz., $2. For the 
G.T.R. and the M.C.R. and T.H. & B., the following detail may be extracted :— 


Railway. Ex. Cars. Loaded weight. 
G. TRS i. hu tot San Sona aed ee) Ree CO CRe CuCm Err Tan 1 55,000 
Lewis Run, Pa. 15 858,300 
Bradford, Pa. 2 143,000 
18 1,056,300 
Mi CoRY be ee 7. Jumery;, Pa. 2 $6,000 
MCuR. GAPE Sob . Lewis Run, Pa. a3 42,500 


3 128,500 


This gives an average loaded weight from these points via the G.T.R. of 58,683 . 
pounds and via the M.C.R. and T. H. and B. of 42,833 pounds. The weight via the 
G.T.R. which equals 29-3 tons per car, may be taken in order to measure the earnings. 
The average receipts of $2 per ton work out at $58.68 per car. Out of the $2 rate 
from Bradford to Windsor, the Grand Trunk receives $1.20 per ton, or $35.34 per car. 
The distance from Buffalo to Windsor on which the Grand Trunk earns $1.20 is 230 
miles, that is to say on this haul its earnings per car mile are 15-3 cents. Under the 
old proportional of 88 cents per ton, the Grand Trunk earned -386 cents per ton mile. 
Under the new proportional of $1.20, it would earn -521 cent per ton mile. 

Comparison with other rates is of interest. The rate from Bridgeburg to Windsor, 
a distance some 5 miles shorter than from Buffalo to Windsor, is on the standard 10th 
class, 10 cents per 100 pounds weight, which works out 1-03 cents per ton mile. The 
special town tariff 10th class is 11 cents per 100 pounds, which works out -982 cent per 
ton mile. The special mileage brick tariff is 93 cents per 100 pounds, which works 
out -848 cents per ton mile. Under the brick tariffs which are being considered, the 
rate from Black Rock to Montreal via Grand Trunk, is $2.05, or a ton mile rate of 
473. To Ottawa via M.C.R. and T. H. and B. and C.P.R., there is the same rate, the 
ten mile rate working out -5923. To St. John, N.B., via M.C.R. and T. H. and B., 
and the C.P.R., the rate is $4.80 per ton. The distance is 905 miles and the ton mile 
rate is -5303 cent. Comparison may also be made with the rate on pressed brick from 
Toronto to Ottawa and Montreal. The rate is blanketed to both points at $1.80. 
Ottawa is a distance of 256 miles and Montreal 384. The ton mile rate works out 
‘703 and -54 cents. 

It has been submitted in evidence before the Board in the matter of rates on 
quarried stone that one-half cent per ton mile is the lowest rate on that commodity.— 
Doolittle and Wilcox, v. G.T.R. and C.P.R. Cos., 8 Can. Ry. Cas. 11. 

Stone is a tenth class commodity. Jt was at the same time submitted by the appli- 
cants that the rate should be made up of this one-half per ton mile for movement 
expenses plus a terminal charge of 25 cents per ton on the shorter hauls and a lesser 
verminal charge on the longer hauls. It was held in this case that this procedure was 
defective in that it did not recognize that terminal cost entered both into the loading 
on the cars and the unloading therefrom. Computations which have been made in 
the United States place average terminal costs for loading and unloading at 25 cents 
per ton at each end of the line. This was the figure of transhipment cost on large 
movements of grain at Depot Harbour on the Parry Sound Railway. If brick were 
given a ton mile rate of one-half cent, plus a terminal charge of 25 cents per ton at 
each end of the route, the Bradford-Windsor rate would be $1.55 plus 50 cents, or $2.05 
per ton. 

Reference has been made to the special mileage brick tariff from Bridgeburg to 
Windsor. In the absence of evidence as to there being an actual movement over the 
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whole of this distance on this tariff, a comparison may be made with a low grade com- 
modity which does move. Brick and coal are both tenth-class in the Canadian Classi- 
fication, and usually move on commedity rates. Pressed brick from Bradford averages 
6 pounds per brick. This brick, which sells at from $22 to $26 per 1,000, is, therefore, 
worth from $7.33 to $8.66 per ton. Bituminous coal is of lower value than the pressed 
brick in question. 

From Buffalo to Windsor, the rate on bituminous coal per net ton is $1, and on 
the anthracite 90 cents, which figures out ton mile rates of -434 cent and -391 per ton 
mile. The following table puts the ton mile earnings in summary form:— 


Brick, olds proportional o£ §8.cents .; =. -.:. .. .. s. -386 cents per ton mile. 
Coal DILUGINOUSHEReal Swati ey ce ee re AS 434 “ SS 
Corlevnua race vere wa then esse oe tocbios oat el tax cn coals tate ‘ 
Brick eueWe PLODOTbOnalLOf G1.20.4 4 Wn cs et sc aw Ok 521 “ os 


The earnings per car mile on brick have been given. Coal moves in 50-ton cars 
giving earnings per car from Buffalo to Windsor as follows: Bituminous coal, 
$50; anthracite, $45. Put in summary form the car mile earnings are as follows :— 


SDM OUSEC OM teem Sete a ee ey ne ae ee ee BE 20.15 cents per car mile. 
AUN A CAUCHCO Derma ontala marth s ste Rvy vias PhP Gee) a ae 17.4 § 
ICL RNC WeORODOLMOUAL Cyan oe huis Poet asin aoe 2 21568 ss & 


It is to be recognized that the volume moving is a factor in the determination of 
the rate. The statistical returns published by the Department of Railways and Canals 
bulk cement, brick, and lime; and so it is impossible to make any exact comparison of 
the total brick movement with the total coal movement. Subject to this modification, 
the tonnage movement over the Grand Trunk for the year ending June 30, 1912, was 
as follows :— 


Tons. 
PATILINC Cit Og COM tem treet ar aman ates cfc by legal ate udtau “s vicate) Snare ae tee 2,047,314 
PSUR UMS RC Oe) trmunbrmecee tei c secrrcera heuer owas ve allep eave tieh weetiered ere as 2,440,302 
Cement Ere man da linvCr sa rps co setotee Sai wie se hee AP he eee Ree 898,242 


_ After due consideration of the new rate system on brick as tested by the figures 
which have been analysed, and also after consideration of the different sources from 
which the brick moves into Canada, and the earnings thereon per car mile and per ton 
mile, I am of opinion that the rates as charged are not unreasonable. 

Chief Commissioner Drayton and Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred. 
Order made refusing application of the Cadwell Sand and Gravel Co., Ltd. 
March 25, 1913. 


RE CLASSIFICATION OF FLANNELETTE SHEETS. 


The Montreal Board of Trade applied for an order directing that flannelette 
sheets be added to the dry goods list of the Canadian Freight Classification at the 
same ratings as are provided for “cotton piece goods”, namely L.O.L. 2nd class and 
C. L. 4th elass. 


Mr. Commissioner MILLS: 

After due consideration of the evidence, argument and correspondence in this 
case, I am of the opinion that it is not advisable to make the proposed changes in the 
classification, that an order should go refusing to grant the application, and that copies 
of the chief traffic officer’s report of March 20, 1913, should be sent out with the order. 


Concurred in by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioners McLean 
and Goodeve. 

Ordered accordingly. 

March 26, 1913. 
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The application is that flannelette sheets be added to the dry goods list of the 
Canadian Freight Classification at the same ratings as provided for “cotton piece 
goods” viz. L.O.L. 2nd O.L. 4th class. At present flannelette sheets take the ordinary 
dry goods rating, viz., first class in any quantity, there being no car-load rating, and 
they are so treated in the American Official and Western Classifications. 

The cotton piece goods list of the Canadian Classification includes a number of 
articles commonly known as “domestics” and amongst these are flannelettes. The 
reduced ratings of this list are conditioned on the various articles being made “ wholly 
of cotton in the original piece, uncut.” In giving these “domestics” their reduced 
ratings, the companies have evidently regarded them as, in a sense, raw material, to 
be cut up and made into various articles of wearing apparel and household use in the 
factories, or the home. 

The list has stood in the Canadian Classification for a number of years, and is 
practically the same as in the Official Classification. The application is based on the 
fact that although the flannelette sheets are cut and webbed, or. bound, at the ends, 
these operations add but a trifle to the selling price as compared with the piece goods. 
The only manufacturers in Canada are the Dominion Textile Co., whose factory is at 
Montmorency Falls. Que., (represented at the hearing by Mr. Dodd) and Canada Cot- 
tons. Ltd., whose factory is at Cornwall, Ont. Mr. Dodd stated that ten years ago 
the bulk of the trade was in piece goods; that the manufactured sheets were first intro- 
duced from the States and created a demand in Canada, so that to-day not 1 per cent 
of the goods is sold in the piece. (A wholesale firm informed me that in their trade 
the comparison is about 95 to 5.) The sheets from the States paid, and still pay, first 
class rates, regardless of quantity. 

The application is based largely on comparative values. Whether the process of 
finishing adds little or much to the value, it removes the article from the “ piece” list. 

Refinement of classification is impossible with the limited number of merchandise 
classes, and goods have therefore to be broadly grouped. Mr. Dodd stated that woollen 
blankets ran from $3 to $25 a pair; yet they are grouped in one class, viz., first; the 
cheap hat or tweed cap is in the same class with silk hats; and so on with other lines 
of dry goods, boots and shoes, ete. The presumption is strong that if this application 
were granted the door would be open to others. The shoddy or “union” blanket is 
intermediate in price between the flannelette (or cotton blanket) and the woollen 
blanket; and the price is not far below that of the cheaper grade of the latter. 

The application for a carload rating clearly has in view mixed, not straight, 
carloads. Mr. Tilston (6385-6) “Tf a carload rating was granted the traffic in straight 
carloads, or mixed carloads, would go as cotton piece goods.” It is much to be doubted 
whether this article can be shipped at present in solid carload lots, except, perhaps, 
an occasional car to a jobbing house. A statement of shipments from both firms 
during the months of November and December was put in; but these aggregations 
represent shipments to various consignees. These firms, making, as they do, all 
descriptions of “domestics” might easily make mixed earload shipments; and this 
would, if the application were granted, enable them to ship small lots of this flannel- 
ette sheeting at the carload 4th class rating; while the ordinary shipper must pay first 
class. The request is in the interest of the manufacturing and jobbing trades; and 
I would point out that Mr. Carpenter, who represents the Winnipeg jobbers and whole- 
salers, supports the application; reminding the Board, at the same time, of its refusal 
of the Winnipeg application for a carload rating on blankets, and on knitted wear as 
well. It might prove difficult for the Board consistently to repeat its refusal if, as I 
should expect they would, those applications were renewed in the event of the present 
one being successful. 

It is true that there are a number of such ecarload ratings in the classification; 
but these are largely confined to the heavier goods such as groceries, hardware and 
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the like; and I do not think it would be wise unduly to extend the principle. Mr. 
Walsh’s reference to distribution of the cost of transportation as the object of freight 
classification cannot be questioned; yet the reductions in the ratings of articles that 
are able to bear the higher carrying charges must necessarily tend to curtail the 
ability of the carrier to make lower rates without which the cheaper commodities can- 
not move at a profit. 

It is my impression that the reductions asked for would not benefit the consumer. 

For the reasons stated I am unable to endorse the application, and beg to 
recommend accordingly. 

Respectfully submitted. 


RE CHARGE BY C.P.R. INCOMING AND OUTGOING CAR DELIVERY TO CAR BARGES, KELOWNA, B.C. 


Mr. Commissioner GOoDEVE: 

I had occasion to have the charter under which this railway is operated looked 
up by the Board’s law clerk, under file No. 19641, and in the memorandum submitted 
by him it was found that the company’s charter did not extend to Kelowna; therefore, 
any spur tracks that were laid down must have been without the approval of this 
Board. I have been confirmed in this by consultation with the chief engineer of the 
Board, who assures me that no application was received or approved by it; therefore, 
our jurisdiction must be entirely confined to the powers we have by 7-8 Edward VII, 
chapter 61, paragraph 9, viz., “ cartage, handling or delivery of goods, etc.” I agree, 
therefore, with Mr. Beatty in statement made in No. 8 of his answers to the Board’s 
questions, that there can be no discrimination because the same conditions do not 
exist at the places cited, and cannot exist elsewhere for the reason I have stated. The 
question then involves itself into whether the charge made is reasonable and fair. 

It would appear that these portions of trackage were laid under a mutual agree- 
ment between the owners of the warehouses and the railway company, with a view to 
facilitating the handling of merchandise in car lots, and reducing the costs in connec- 
tion therewith. 

Mr. Fisher, in his letter of January 27, gives as a reason why this charge should 
be discontinued that the users of these spur tracks are made to pay an annual fee for 
their up-keep; but no doubt this was part of the agreement and was clearly under- 
stood by both parties when they agreed to pay the sum of $1 per car for the placing 
of the cars. Further on in his letter Mr. Fisher makes use of the following :— 

“The railway company does not make such a charge in any city where 
there are railway facilities or a yard engine, and this being part’ of the whole 
system, why should we be made to pay any charge at all when the full freight 
charge as per their schedule is paid. We maintain that proper delivery is essen- 
tial on the part of the company, and it is not proper delivery simply to unload 
a ear from the barge to the ship, and why should extra payment be made for a 
service which it is the company’s duty to do as part of their contract?” 


I have already shown that this is not a correct comparison, as under their charter 
the railway ends at Okanagan Landing; and these spurs are not a part of the whole 
system. And that while their tariffs filed with the Board quote rates through to 
Kelowna which includes the ferriage, or transportation by boat or barge from Okan- 
agan Landing to Kelowna, it would be proper delivery to unload the car at the slip. 
This is recognized at all points where there are water terminals. 

If the claim made for free delivery were allowed, and this principle laid down, 
any one could demand that the railway company be compelled to lay spurs and deliver 
carload lots any distance free of charge. It would also be necessary to apply this 
principle to package freight, which, I think, would be clearly unfair. 
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I think, therefore, as the rate in itself is unreasonable, the claim should be dis- 
allowed. 

Chief Commissioner Drayton concurred. 

Order, dismissing application, issued May 5, 19138. 


RE DIFFERENCE IN FREIGHT CHARGES BETWEEN G.N.R. AND ©.P.R. HUDSON BAY MILLING CO., 
SALMO, B.C. ‘ 


Mr. Commissioner McLean: 


This complaint which deals with the rates on silver lead ore from Salmo, B.C., 
which is located on the Nelson and Fort Sheppard Railway, a controlled line of the 
Great Northern Railway, was launched in the first instance in the course of a more 
general complaint in regard to car supply. The complaint was not received in time to 
be heard at the hearing in Nelson on December 9, 1912; consequently the position of 
the railway has had to be developed through correspondence, and it has been found 
necessary, after thus receiving information, that further information should be for- 
warded. All this has entailed a long delay. This delay, however, is inseparable from 
a situation where a case had to be developed through written statements. 

The applicant complains that the Great Northern forces him to bill his ore at a 
valuation of $100 per ton. He states further that he is charged $1.25 per ton for a haul 
of 35 miles from Salmo, B. C©., to Nelson, B. C., while the Canadian Pacific charges 60 
cents per ton from Nelson to Trail, a distance of 60 miles; and he states that the C.P.R. 
in addition to granting him this low rate, does not force him to overvalue his ore. He 
also states that his ore is low-grade, with a maximum value of $24.544 per ton. 

The figures given as to the comparison of the Great Northern and of the Canadian 
Pacific rates require correction. While the distance from Salmo to Nelson is 35 miles, 
the distance from Nelson to Trail is 45 miles. This gives the following results :— 


Ton mile rate; Salmo to Nelson.;. J... ase a eee eee 
Ton mile rate, Nelson’ to Trail: Feet Fo eee ee 


The ore is moved in box cars from Salmo to Nelson with an average loading of 30 
tons, which gives car mile earnings of $1.07. The C.P.R. rate applied to a 20-ton car 
movement gives car mile earnings of 40 cents. 

It does not of necessity follow that the rates of one railway are to be taken as a 
conclusive measure of what it is reasonable to charge on another railway.—Dominion 
Sugar Co. v. Canadian Freight Association, 14 Can. Ry. Cas. 192. 

Not simply mileage comparisons, but also comparisons in respect of conditions of 
operation, cost of carriage, volume of traffic, etc., would be necessary. And these to be 
conclusive would have to point to similarity if not to identity of conditions. é 

In the year ending December, 1912, the Hudson Bay and Iron Mountain Mines, 
which are located at Salmo, B.C., shipped to Nelson 2,711 tons of ore. In the same 
year, the movement from Nelson to Trail over the Canadian Pacific Railway amounted 
to 70,625 tons of ore. The tonnage from Salmo, which moves to Trail for smelting, 
would of necessity be included in the C.P.R. total; but making allowance for this, it is 
seen that the C.P.R. tonnage would still be about 25 times as great as that of the Nel- 
son and Fort Sheppard on the ore movement from Salmo to Nelson. Taking an aver- 
age loading of 30 tons per car, it will be found that the ore shipment from Salmo to 
Nelson represents 90 11-30 cars, while from Nelson to Trail it is 2420 5-6 cars. 

The O.P.R. in giving a low rate basis on the ore moving to the smelter at Trail, 
is assured thereby that it will obtain a higher return on the more valuable refined pro- 
duct outbound from the smelter. It has been recognized that it is in the discretion 
of the railway to take into consideration not only the rate on the inbound raw mate- 


rial, but also the rate on the outbound product.—Michigan Sugar Oo. v. C. W. & L. E. 
Ry. Co. 11 Can. Ry. Cas. 363. 
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The lower rate which the C.P.R. charges from Nelson to its smelter is in reality 
an aid to the development of the business of that smelter, and a means whereby the 
outbound refined product may be increased with a resultant addition to revenue. In 
the case of the Nelson and Fort Sheppard Railway shipments to Nelson, there is not 
any resultant addition to the revenue of the railway arising from an outbound haul on 
the refined product. The smelter which formerly existed at Nelson is not now in 
operation. 

The circumstances affecting the rate charged on the movement of this ore over 
the C.P.R. differ to such an extent from those attaching to the movement on the 


Nelson and Fort Sheppard that it does not appear justifiable to take the O.P.R. rate —- 


as a measure of what should be charged on the Nelson and Fort Sheppard. 

The applicant complains of the valuation of $100 per ton. He appears to be 
under the misapprehension that in some way this valuation affects the rate charged. © 
The applicant, however, does not pay a rate on this $100 valuation. The reason for 
the $100 valuation in the tariffs is explained by the railway as follows :— 


“With regard to that portion of the complaint relative to payment of 
freight charges on the higher valuations, we submit the impracticability of 
providing a different rule for each mine, and have therefore established a gen- 
eral rule in our various ore tariffs which places all shippers on an equality. 
Final adjustment of freight charges is made on basis of the returns from the 
smelters, and of course, charges must necessarily be assessed on some fixed 
value, prior to the actual value determined by the smelter returns. It would be 
just as unfair to the carrier to collect charges on basis of the low valuation 
rate in the transportation of ore carrying a very high valuation, as it would be 
to the shippers to assess charges on the higher valuation for ores running low 
in value, and in order to equalize the matter and establish what we consider a 
fair rule for all, we have provided that charges shall be collected in the first 
place on the rate applying on $100 ore. This is the method in effect on all 
other shipments and adjustments are promptly made. We have had no other 
complaints on this point.” 


As a matter of fact, the rates charged on ore from Salmo to Nelson are as 
follows :— 


. $1.25 per net ton when valuation does not exceed $ 25 per ton 


$1.50 6“ ‘“ 73 “ 35 ““ 
$2.00 “ 6c “ic 6 50 (73 
$3.00 (74 (7 “ 6 100 (<3 


The rate charged, $1.25, is based on the valuation of $25 per ton. 

The chief traffic officer, in the course of the correspondence, pointed out that 
certain low rates were given on low grade ore from the Hunter V spur to Nelson. 
These rates are as follows :— 


30 cents per ton if value not over $3.00 per ton. 


40 “ce “ “cc “e 4.00 oe 
50 oe “ce ce (<4 5.00 “ 
60 “ “ “ (a4 6.00 (73 
"5 “e “cc (<4 ce 8.00 “6 
1.00 “ce (74 66 6c 10.00 (74 


These rates were put in on September 19, 1904, and were made applicable to Nel- 
son and to Northport, Wash. 

It is stated by the railway that this rate basis was put in in order to enable the 
Hunter V mine to ship lime-rock, carrying a small percentage of silver, to the smelter 
at Nelson, this ore being of use as a fluxing ore. It is said that by March of 1905 
practically all of the tonnage from this mine had stopped. It is claimed, further, in 


20c—184 


276 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


5 GEORGE V., A. 1915 


support of the rates given to this ore, that there was a compensating haul of the pro- 
duct back from the smelter over the Nelson and Fort Sheppard Railway. It is stated 
that the destruction of the smelter at Nelson has materially changed the situation; 
but that while there has been no movement of recent years from the Hunter V spur 
the rate is still carried in the tariffs, as it was assumed the Hunter V might start 
again. ‘ 

In working out these rates on ore, the railway recognizes the difference in value 
as a basis of rates. As has been pointed out, the maximum value of the ore handled 
by the applicants is slightly under $25. The railway states that the average value of 
the ore from the Iron Mountain Mine during March, 1913, was $17 per ton, while the 
average value of the Hudson Bay mine ore was $14. The applicant has furnished a 
copy of the preliminary statement, received under date of October 24, 1912, from the 
smelter at Trail. This shows on a gross weight of 58-15 tons of ore an average gross 
value of $15 per ton. 

The railway points out that the movement of ore from Salmo has been somewhat 
spaemodie, and it refers to the fact that the mine was located some distance from the 
railway. A statement is on file that there is a haul of about nine miles. It states, 
furthe¥, that the cost of mining and hauling is much in excess of the freight rate. It 
quotes a mining and hauling cost of $5 per ton for the Iron Mountain, and $4.50 in 
the case of the Hudson Bay; and it contends that the application is simply one to 
offset the natural disadvantages the applicants are under. In this connection it points 
to the board’s decision in Imperial Rice Milling Co. vs. C.P.R. 14 Can. Ry. Cas. 375, 
as upholding the position that the board is not concerned with equalizing the cost of 
production. The board has many times said that it is not concerned with equalizing 
costs of production. It has many times affirmed that its jurisdiction in connection 
with applications is concerned with reasonableness of rates, not with the rate of profit 
which the applicant is making. 

As has been seen, the rates vary with the value, there being different rate bases as 
the values vary. Between the $1.25 and $1.50 rate, there is a spread of $10 per ton; 
between the $1.50 and $2 rate, there is a spread of $15; while between the $2 and $3 
rate, there is a spread of $50. ; 

There is already carried in the tariff of the railway O.R.C. No. 757, effective 
December 15, 1910, a rate of $1 per ton on $10 ore to Nelson from Hunter V spur 
Ymir, Tamarac, Hall, Summit, Mountain, ‘I'»snp Junction, and by notation on. the 
tariff in connection with this rate it is stated that there is a 50-cent rate on valuation 
not exceeding $5 per net ton; 60 cents on valuation not exceeding $6 per net ton; 75 
cents on a valuation not exceeding $8 per net ton. 


& 

The railway in its supplement No. 7 to O.R.C. No. 757, effective November 15, 
1911, recognizes between Wood and Meadows a valuation of $15 as a basis for a rate. 
The railway also recognizes in other portions of its tariffs valuations of $20. These, 
however, are in connection with movements from American to American points. 
They are set out in C.R.C. No. 757 already referred to. An examination of C.R.C. 
No. 757 will indicate that at different points the railway has pursued the policy of 
subdividing the spread falling under the $25 value. 

Tt appears then that the railway recognizes variations in value as a measure of 
the difference in rate. It further appears that in not recognizing differences in 


value on the Salmo ore under $25, the rates are out of line with the practice made 
use of at other points by the railway. : 


It does not appear reasonable to bulk the ore from Salmo under the $25 valuation 
when it is admittedly of much lower value. Certainly if the spread of $10 between $25 
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and $35 ore justifies the difference in rate, there is still more justification for splitting 
up the rates under the $25 valuation. I am of opinion that the following additional 
rates should be put into force on the movement from Salmo to Nelson :— 


$1.10 per net ton when valuation does not exceed $15 per ton. 
1.15 (73 (74 (13 “cc : 20 66 


These additional rates should be made effective within thirty days. 
Chief Commissioner Drayton concurred. 

Order, in accordance with judgment, issued. 

June 12, 1913. 


RE NON-COMPLIANCE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY AND CANADIAN NORTHERN RAILWAY WITH 
ORDER 12520 IN THE REGINA RATES CASE. 


Mr. Commissioner McLran: 


The hearing, which took place in Ottawa on June 25, was concerned with answer 
of the railways to the contention that the terms of the order of the board in the 
Regina Rates Case had not been complied with. 

In view of the reference to the time which has elapsed since the initial hearing 
in the Regina rates application, it may not be amiss to refer to the various steps taken. 

The matter was heard in October and November, of 1909, in Regina and Winnipeg. 
Subsequent to the issuance of the judgment and of the order, application was made 
for leave to appeal to the Supreme Court. The matter was not finally adjudicated 
upon by the Supreme Court until December 6, 1911. The board by its order of 
December 19, 1911, gave direction that revised rates should be made effective April 1, 
i912. There was a hearing in Ottawa on May 21, 1912, at which protests were launched 
by counsel for the Regina Board of Trade, who contended that the rates as installed 
by the railways were not in compliance with the direction given by the board. This 
session of the board having been held on short notice, to meet the convenience of 2 
witness of the applicants who was in the east at the time, the railways were not in 
position to meet the complaint as launched. Following this there was a hearing in 
Ottawa on June 18, 1912. 

At a meeting of the board in Regina on July 22, 1912, complaint was launched 
against the decision of the board as set out in a letter of the secretary, dated July 15, 
1912, which stated that “the reductions made were in compliance with the board’s 
order 12520, and the question of the difference in scale as between Alberta and Sas- 
katchewan on the one hand, and Manitoba on the other, is distinct from the matter 


' of discrimination which wes dealt with in the hearing and forms an integral portion 


of the investigation into the Western rates and will be dealt with accordingly.” The 
matter was brought up in Regina on short notice, and judging from the notes of evi- 
dence was given simply an outline consideration. 

The matter was again referred to at a meeting of the board which was held in 
Regina on December 13, 1912, when it was stated by Mr. H. G. Smith, on behalf of the 
Regina Board of Trade, that the applicants had been given permission at the previous 
meeting of the board in Regina, to submit new evidence to show that the tariff as put 
into effect did not entirely remove the discrimination that had been complained about. 
Mr. Smith stated that he was not ready at that date to submit this evidence, and he 
stated that evidence would probably be in shape some time late in January, 1913, and 
he was assured that he would have an opportunity to submit it. The next communica- - 
tion in the matter was a telegram to the secretary of the board, dated Regina, May 15, 
1913, reading as follows :— 

“ Re Regina freight rate case, file 12682, as per arrangements Regina Board 
of Trade, desires to produce evidence and conclude case at the session of com- 


mission here on 29th instant. a 
“T,. T. McDonatp, Commissioner.” 
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The arrangements referred to are those made at the hearing on December 13, 1912. 
This additional evidence was submitted at the hearing in Regina on May 29, 1913, 
by the applicants in support of their contention that the board’s order had not been 
complied with. The hearing in Ottawa on June 25, already referred to, completes the 
outline record of the hearings. It has seemed best to make a reference to the outline 
history of the hearings so that the reason for the time that has elapsed may be under- 
stood. : 
In order to ascertain what- was directed by the board, reference may be made to 
the words of the judgment, as well as to the direction contained in the order. The 
order being issued as a mandatory statement of what should be done, must, it seems to 
me, be taken as a measure of the intention of the judgment. The judgment and the 
order are not to be explained by inference as to their intention. They must carry in 
their own wording the exact definition of what was intended should be done. ; 
By reference to the judgment of the assistant chief commissioner, the following 
statements, bearing upon the determination of the matter, may be extracted :— 

“The contention that Winnipeg being a wholesale or distributing centre, 
is entitled to rates on a lower basis than Regina, cannot, I think be adopted. It 
was established at the hearing that Regina was a recognized distributing centre. 
It is surely entitled within its own sphere, to the treatment that Winnipeg enjoys 
within its natural zone. If there be any artificiality it exists in the extension of 
the Winnipeg zone to the detriment of distributing points farther west.” 


Then again it is stated by the assistant chief commissioner that he was of the 
opinion that 
“It has been proved that the special class freight tariffs of the Canadian 
Northern Railway Company and the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
between Port Arthur and Fort ‘William, and points west thereof, unjustly dis- 
criminate in favour of Winnipeg and other points in the province of Manitoba to 
the } cjudice and disadvantage of Regina and Moosejaw and other points west 
of ti..: province; and that the companies should be required to reduce their 

rates, so as to remove this discrimination by publishing and filing new tariffs. 


The board’s order No. 12520, of December 12, 1910, was stayed in its operation on 
account of the appeal to the Supreme Court; but while the subsequent order No. 15659, 
of December 19, 1911, provided that the effective date of the new freight tariffs, 
required to be filed under order 12520, was to be changed to April 1, 1912, reference 
must be made to order 12520 to ascertain exactly what was directed. The mandatory 
portion of order 12520 is as follows:— ‘ 

“It is ordered that the Canadian Pacific and Canadian Northern Railway 
Companies publish and file new freight tariffs, to take effect not later than the 
1st day of April, 1911, removing the discrimination at present existing in the 
tariffs, to points in the provinces of Manitoba, Saskatchewan, and Alberta, from 
Fort William, Port Arthur, and points east thereof, in favour of Winnipeg and 
other points in the province of Manitoba, and points west thereof, by reducing 
the rates from Fort William, Port Arthur and points east thereof, to Regina, 
Moosejaw, and other points west of the said favoured points.” 


In view of the fact that the course of the hearings showed an inexact acquaint- 
ance with the different tariff bases concerned, it will not be amiss w detine these 
exactly. Without going into the history of the arrangements whereby the read- 
justments have been arrived at, it may be pointed out that goods moving from Fort 
William and Port Arthur to points in Manitoba move on the Manitoba seale, which is 
I> per cent less than the original uniform maximum mileage tariff between Lake 
Superior and the Mountains. In the case of shipments from Port Arthur and Fort 
William to points in Saskatchewan or Alberta, the Saskatchewan scale, which is 74 
per cent less than the parent tariff, applies. On shipments out of Manitoba distribu- 
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ting points to points in Manitoba, the Manitoba “town” tariff, which is 30 per cent 
below the parent tariff, applies. On shipments from distributing points in Mani- 
toba, points in Saskatchewan and Alberta, and on shipments out of distributing points 
in the latter Provinces to points in Saskatchewan, Alberta, or Manitoba, the Saskat- 
chewan “town” tariff, which is 22 per cent below the parent tariff, applies. 

What the railways gave by way of reduced rates under the Order as compared 
with what Regina had asked, is set out in the following tabular summary. 


Classes. 


iF 2. 3. 4. ae ail aly (@ 8. OE 10. 


SS oe ee a Ce ; = es (ean aes (ce ner eho | 


$ cts.| $ cts.| $ cts.| $ cts.| $ cts.| $ cts.|$ cts.| $ cts.) $ cts.| $ cts. 


Rates at the time of hearing .... ... 1576 | 1.47 |. es. roe + os en vol isn OM eR cae ce ees ee 
» given by the railways........ 1 Wig oA es 3S a ee 1 02 77 68 59 41 37 34 
» asked for by applicant.. .....| 1 50 | 1 25 |...... 99 75 67 58 AOR cara 34 


In working out this revised basis the railways, to take the example of a particular 
rate, took the net fifth-class rate of 38 cents from Fort William to Winnipeg. They 
found that this was equivalent to 250 miles on the Saskatchewan scale. Then, to this 
250 miles they added the 257 miles from Winnipeg to Regina; and the total rate was 
then worked out in the basis of 607 miles on the Saskatchewan scale. This distance 
of 607 miles is thus made up of a combination of assumed mileage and of actual 
mileage. 

Counsel for the Canadian Northern, quoting from an explanatory statement of 
Mr. Lanigan of the Canadian Pacific, stated (evidence, vol. 154, p. 6476) that there 
had been figured out from the standard tariff the differences existing on that standard 
tariff per ton per mile as betweén the Winnipeg rate and the Regina rate. These | 
differences had been reduced to percentages of the Winnipeg ton-mile rate, and from 
this there had been worked out as a test a statement of the percentage reduction 
justifiable. I am unable to see the pertinency of this test of measurement. It is 
obvious that the justifiability of applying this test to the rates before us depends on 
whether the spread under the standard tariff is a proper one or not. Tf the standard 
tariff does not properly taper its ton-mile rates according to distance it cannot well be 
a criterion of how the ton-mile rates should taper under the revised tariff. Further 
while the standard tariff has been approved such approval does not carry with it any 
statement of opinion that the spread thereunder in respect of its ton-mile rates 1s 
proper. 

Tt is contended by the railways that under the revised tariffs they have given “to 
Regina a comparative rate as compared with Winnipeg for the longer distance, and 
a relative reduction per ton per mile for the longer distance.” 

It is manifestly clear that there is a dispute between the railways and the appli- 
cant in regard to the issue. The evidence stself shows that there is a lack of clarity 
in regard to the definition of the issue. 

In the statements made at the different hearings in regard to the question at issue, 
there is a lack of exact definition; and it happens that matters brought in for the pur- 
pose of illustration are made to be an essential part of the question at issue. 

Mr. Laird, in the original hearing (at vol. 96, p. 14,000), stated :— : 

“The crux of the whole complaint is that taking Fort William as a basing 
point for western rates, being the head of navigation, the earload rate from Fort 
William to Winnipeg, plus the carload rate from Winnipeg to a point west of 
Regina is less than the carload rate from Fort William to Regina, plus the car- 
load rate from Regina to some common point beyond.” 2 
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Mr. Cowan (counsel for the applicants, takes the same position (evidence, vol. 
150, p. 4756) when he states :— 
“« . , . . the only point at issue . . . =. was the complaint that 
a jobber in Winnipeg could buy a carload of groceries or agricultural imple- 
ments, or other commodities, and ship them to a point 50, 75, or 100 miles west 
of Regina, cheaper than a Regina jobber could buy the same commodities, ship 
them to Regina and then ship them 50, 75, or 100 miles west, notwithstanding 
that the car came over the same rails, it was the same commodity, and travelled 
every mile of the road in the same way as the Winnipeg jobbers’ carload.” 


Mr. Cowan (vol. 154, p. 6510), quoting from the appeal book, quotes Mr. Laird 
as referring to the fact that at common points beyond Regina the carload freight rate 
from the basing point at Fort William to Winnipeg, and from Winnipeg on to these 
points is less than the earload rate in and out of Regina. 

Mr. Smith, in the course of his cross-examination by Mr. Aikins, stated (vol. 96, 
p. 14,033): “we are asking for the application of the Manitoba mileage scale, and the 
constructive mileage from Fort William to Winnipeg, plus our actual mileage from 
Winnipeg to Regina.” In connection with this statement of Mr. Smith there must be 
considered a statement of Mr. Laird, that what was wanted was the Manitoba scale 
applied on shipments in and out of Regina the same as it was in Manitoba (vol. 96, 
p. 14,031-2). It may be noted in passing that on shipments out from Manitoba dis- 
tributing points to points in Alberta and Saskatchewan, it is the Saskatchewan 
“town ” tariff scale which applies. 

Mr. Smith, in the course of cross-examination by Mr. Phippen, was asked (vol. 96, 
p. 14,043); “ And your application is that the through rate should be further reduced 
so that there may be some reasonable zone around Regina in regard to which you are 
protected?—A. Yes.” Mr. Cowan stated (vol. 150, p. 4,795) that there should-either 
be a special reduction of the rate into Regina, or such combination of the rates out of 
Regina, as would put Regina upon a fair basis; that is to say, the question cf the 
outgoing rate was brought in by him as a measure of what the reduction in the incom- 
ing rate should be. This is put still more explicitly by Mr. Cowan (Ibid. p. 4,797), 
when he stated: “I am not able to show discrimination between the rate between Fort 
William and Winnipeg, and Winnipeg to Regina, as against the incoming rate from 
Fort William to Regina, unless I show you what the effect is when we come to get out 
of Regina. I am putting it to show you that is where we get strangled.” However, on 
the same page, Mr. Cowan states as follows :— 


“Commissioner McLean: If Winnipeg and Regina are on the same basis 
outbound, then the discrimination must be on the inward rate.” 

“Mr. Cowan: I agree with you, but I only put the other in to show dis- 
crimination.” 


Mr. Cowan, in summing up his position at the hearing, on June 18, 1912, stated 
(vol. 154, p. 6,518) that the discrimination spoken of by the judgment was a “ dis- 
crimination in shipping carloads west of Regina, Moosejaw, and other distributing 
points in the provinces of Saskatchewan and Alberta. This was the only issue I 
submitted before the board.” 

In the same hearing (at p. 6,439) the following discussion took place :— 


“COMMISSIONER Minus: “T thought (as it appeared to me) the contention 
was that the sum total of the rates from Fort William to any point in Western 
Saskatchewan via Winnipeg, should not be less than the sum total via Regina.” 


“Mr. Cowan: That was the whole point in the case; the whole argument 
was based on that.” 


The Same position is taken by Mr. Cowan at p. 6,506. It is not necessary to pur- 
sue this phase of the question further, as it is abundantly shown by the evidence that 
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Mr. Cowan states and re-states that the complaint was that freight could be taken 

from Fort William into Winnipeg and from Winnipeg shipped to points west of dis- 

tributing centres in Saskatchewan and Alberta at lower rates than the same goods 

could be shipped direct from Fort William to the redistributing centres in Saskat- 

chewan and Alberta, and from there shipped to the same points west of distributing 

centres in Saskatchewan and Alberta. ; 
It is true that Mr. Cowan states (vol. 154, p. 6,507) :— 


“ The whole complaint, and I am reading this to show that this is the whole 
complaint, was discrimination in shipping out in carload lots coming via Fort 
William and out of Winnipeg to Swift Current as against out of Fort William 
to Regina and from Regina to Swift Current.” | 


The quotation made by Mr. Cowan on the same page from the statement of Mr. 
Laird is material as defining the issue :— 


“Counsel for the railway company have raised the question of outgoing 
rates from Regina, but we are not raising that question at all. It is ae the 
question of incoming rates that we wish to refer to, the incoming rate from the 
base point of Fort William.” 


Notwithstanding what has been said in the course of the hearing regarding the 
rates out from Regina, it was agreed in the course of the original hearing, as well as 
of the subsequent hearings, that the rate out from Regina, that is to say, the distribut- 
ing rate, was not the question at issue. For example, Mr. Laird (vol. 96, p. 14,005) 
said that he was not considering the rate out, and Mr. Smith, at page 14,113 of the 
same volume, said he was not objecting to the rate out. Mr. Cowan stated (vol. 150, 
p. 4,763) : “I am not objecting to the outward rate, but I am showing the effect of this 
too.” 

The extracts from the record already given show how the reference to the out- 
going rates was at times treated as if it were part of the complaint; but in view of 
what has been so explicitly stated, it is abundantly evident that the discussion was 
concerned with the inward rate. 

In the course of the original hearing use was made of the term, “ constructive 
mileage”, in connection with the rate paid on the movement from Fort William to 
Winnipeg. The apparent reason for using this term in this connection was that the 
rate as charged between Fort William and Winnipeg was not the rate appropriate to 
a distance of 419 miles on the Manitoba scale, but the rate applicable to a distance of 
290 miles under that scale. 

A great deal has been made of the term, “ constructive mileage,” and a consider- 
able portion of the hearing was taken up with the question as to whether the term 
“ gonstructive mileage,” or the term “assumed mileage” was the proper term to use. 
Tt is not material which is used in this connection. ‘The question of “assumed mile- 
age” is again brought up with the determination of the revised Regina rates. The 
process by which this revision has been worked out has already been referred to. 

The distance of 250 miles, which, for example, the rate of 38 cents would carry 
a fifth-class commiodity on the Saskatchewan scale, is significant only in regard to the 
basis on which the reduction was worked out. I am unable to see anything sinister in 
the use of this method of arriving at the rate basis. So far as the haul from Fort 
William to Winnipeg is common to the movement on the one hand to Winnipeg and 
the other hand to Regina, the same rate is common. And then the 250 miles is used 
as part of the basis on which the total rate to points beyond is worked out. 

In the course of the original hearing Mr. Laird (vol. 96, p. 14,003), stated that 
the Manitoba scale applied on shipments from Fort William to Winnipeg plus Win- 
nipeg to points beyond, and that the Saskatchewan scale applied on shipments from 
Fort William to Regina and the Manitoba scale beyond. See similar statement in 
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evidence by Mr. Laird, p. 14,102, and by Mr. Smith, p. 14,026. It was further stated 
that if the Manitdba seale applied from Fort William to Winnipeg and from Winnipeg 
west, the same treatment should be given to Regina, Moosejaw. and points west. The 
same position was reiterated by Mr. Laird in his argument when he stated that the 
Manitoba seale applied to carloads in and out of Winnipeg and should therefore, apply 
to Regina in‘and out. He stated that since the Manitoba scale was effective out of 
Regina a similar condition should apply in. 

Mr. Smith, in the course of the hearing on May 29, 1913 (Vol. 178, p. 3,740), 
stated that the discrimination that exists and works against Regina would not exist 
if the Saskatchewan mileage scale was applied in all cases in Western Canada. 

Tn correction of what was stated at the original hearing, it is to be noted that the 
Manitoba seale applied on the movement in to Winnipeg, while on the movement out 
to points in Saskatchewan, either from Winnipeg or from Regina, the Saskatchewan 
“town” tariff scale applied. 

It is true that Mr. Cowan (vol. 150, p. 4,763) said that he was objecting to the 
inward rate that is to Regina as compared with the outward rate out of Winnipeg 
west; but the question of the justifiability of the Saskatchewan “town” tariff basis 
being used as a measure of the inward rate to Regina was not raised in the course of 
the original hearing. 

The criticism of the rates as put in that while there has been a reduction from 
Fort William to Regina, there has not been a sufficient reduction. For example, Mr. 
Smith stated, in substance (vol. 150, p. 4778, and p. 4779), that the railways ask more 
revenue to haul merchandise in classes one to ten for the last 357 miles into Regina, 
when a shipment originates at Fort William, than they ask according to their tariffs 
on the same haul and the same service when the shipment moves from Winnipeg, 
Saskatoon, or Calgary, to a point 777 miles distant. 

In attacking the revised basis of inward rates as not affording sufficiently low 
rates, two methods are made use of. The first is the consideration of ton-mile rates; 
the second is the comparison of balances. 

In the course of the original hearing, Mr. Smith stated (vol. 94, pp. 12,622 to 
12,626) that under the existing arrangements, Regina did not get sufficient advantage 
from its distance, since, with the increase in the length of haul the ton-mile rate 
should be on a lower basis. Mr. Smith’s contention after these revised rates had been 
produced, was that sufficient reduction per ton-mile had not been made on the long 
haul. In effect, his argument, as stated in volume 182, pp. 5,739-5,740, was that Regina 
should get the advantage of the Winnipeg rate already referred to, but that in addi-_ 
tion the ton-mile rate should taper on the basis of the actual mileage throughout. In 
determining the rate there is given, up to Winnipeg, the advantage of the assumed 
mileage, which is the equivalent of the Winnipeg rate. Then while the advantage of 
this is given on a rate basis made up of assumed mileage to Winnipeg plus actual 
mileage beyond, it is urged that credit should be given for the actual mileage from 
Fort William to Regina. The idea is that if the actual mileage is applied the ton- 
mile rate for the total distance will so taper as to give a reduction on the balance of 
the rate beyond Winnipeg, thereby reducing the total rate. Now the rate up to Win- 
nipeg has been brought about by conditions independent of mileage. The contention 
that in addition to a‘rate not based on actual mileage, so far as the common portion of 
the movement is concerned, there should at the same time be counted in for the same 
portion the actual mileage has not been justified. 

In connection with the question of the reasonableness of ton-mile rate tests of 
the rate, it has to be recognized that while in general it has been held that while the 
aggregate rate increases with the distance the rate per ton-mile should decrease, the 
rule is one which is pr to qualifications and exceptions—Hilton Lumber Co. vy. 
Wilmington & W.R.R. Co., et al, 9 I.C.0.R., 17 & 31; the Manufacturers & Jobbers 
Union of Mankato vy. Minneapolis & St. L.R. Co., et al, 2 I. C-C.R., p. 115. 
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If a water-compelled rate existed and a through rate to a point beyond was made 
up of the addition to this compelled rate of a normal rate, for an additional distance, 
it would not follow that the ton-mile rate of the water-compelled portion of the rate 
would be a proper measure of what the ton-mile rate should be for the total distance 
covered by the through rate so made up; and, consequently it would not follow that 
the normal tapering of the ton-mile rate with an increase of the distance would in 
this hypothetical case obey the general rule. In the case of the rate from Fort William 
to Winnipeg, the conditions which have brought this rate into existence have already 
been indicated. It is in effect a commodity rate created by special circumstances. 
While I hold with the judgment that the benefit of this rate on a common movement 
into Winnipeg should be common, I am unable to follow the argument that the ton- 
“nile rate for this portion of the journey is a conclusive measure of how the ton-mile 
rate should taper on the through movement to Regina. 

In the hearing at Regina in May, 19138, the contention that the revised initial 
rate to Regina was not sufficiently low and that it was still discriminatory was rein- 
forced- by reference to through rate comparisons. These rate comparisons depend 
upon a comparison of balances of rates. A chart submitted at the hearing works out 
a series of comparisons for approximately the Regina distance. In the case of a move- 
ment from Fort William to Winnipeg, a distance of 419 miles, and then on to Regina 
a total distance of 777 miles, to quote one class, the per ton-mile rate of fifth-class 
traffic to Winnipeg is 1-813 cents, while in the case of a movement in Regina it is 
1-7503 cents. Taking next the distance from Winnipeg to Muenster by the C.N.R., 
420 miles, and from Muenster to Chipman, which makes a total distance of 782 miles, 
the fifth-class rates work out per ton-mile as follows: 2.095 cents and 1.739 cents. In 
the case of a shipment from Calgary to Mortlach by the C.P.R. a distance of 412 miles, 
and from Mortlach to Portage la Prairie, a total distance of 780 miles, the ton-mile 
rates, fifth-class, are as follows: 2-135 and 1.743. 

The method thus pursued is to take on approximately the same mileages the dis- 
tance from Fort William to Winnipeg, and then by deducting this from the mileage 
equivalent to the Fort William-Regina movement to ascertain what rate is made use 
of on the balance. This method of comparison is unsatisfactory. A comparison of 
balances assumes that the rate is computed on an exact mileage basis, otherwise the 
comparison of mileage distances is not of value. 

Then, again, in the comparisons made in the chart, it must be noted that the 
Fort William-Regina movement is on the Saskatchewan scale, modified by the adop- 
tion of the Fort William-Winnipeg rate, as to this portion of the haul, while in the 
case of a movement from Winnipeg to Chipman, or from Calgary to Portage la 
Prairie, the rate is on the Saskatchewan “town” tariff scale. As has already been 
indicated in the statements as to how these two tariffs are worked out, different rate 
bases are here being considered. 

The argument from the ton-mile rates is that on the balance of 357 miles from 
Winnipeg to Regina, the ton-mile rate of Regina is not sufficiently low. This is also, 
approached from the standpoint of the balance of the actual rate. For the 357 
miles from Winnipeg to Regina, the balance on the fifth-class is 30 cents. For the 
362 miles from Muenster to Chipman, the balance is 24 cents. For the 368 miles 
from Mortlach to Portage la Prairie the balance is 24 cents. 

But this statement is not a final presentation of the case. It has already been 
seen that the fifth-class rate from Fort William to Winnipeg is 38 cents for the 
mileage distance of 419 miles. In the case of the Winnipeg-Muenster movement, 
the rate is 6 cents higher, viz., 44 cents for 420 miles, while for the 412 miles from 
Calgary to Mortlach the rate is also 6 cents higher. Tt is simply a question of divid- 
ing the rate up into two portions, and, if, as in the case of the comparisons on the 
Saskatchewan “town” tariff, the initial 420 miles, in round numbers, is higher, the 
balance must be less; and along with this will follow as a necessary corollary that the 
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ton-mile rate will be less. As has been indicated, the 38-cent rate from Fort William 
to Winnipeg has been built up in a special way, and.as is apparent it is lower than the 
rate for the same distance on the mileage basis on the Saskatchewan “town” tariff. 
Regina gets the advantage of this lower rate on the through movement, and it is 
therefore not fair to use the rate of which it gets the advantage as indicating that 
the balance of the through rate is unfair as compared with balances under the Sas- 
katehewan “town” tariff. 

The extracts from the judgment of the board and from the order setting forth 
the direction of the board were concerned with the question of the inward rate. While 
the issue has been confused by the introduction of references to the outward rate, 
this was no part of the complaint. The complaint as to discrimination on the inward 
movement was of necessity concerned with the discrimination as to the portions of the 
movement which were common to the journey to Winnipeg and the journey to 
Regina. It is admitted that there was no complaint on the movement from Regina 
out. Since the Saskatchewan “town” tariff was not complained of, and since it was 
common to both movements from Winnipeg out and from Regina out as defined, it 
cannot be taken as a measure of what the inward rate to Regina should be. Certainly 
this was not the application before the board. It is true that there does not exist the 
situation that there are two sets of scales, the Manitoba and the Saskatchewan, and 
that these affect the “town” tariffs which are worked out thereunder; but what was 
concerned in the present application, as I read the order, was the removal of the dis- 
crimination in regard to the portion of the haul which was common on the Winni- 
peg movement. The further question as to whether there is any justification for the 
higher scale in the provinces of Alberta and Saskatchwan as compared with the scale 
existing in Manitoba depends on whether conditions in the former provinces in 
respect of traffic and other material factors differentiate these provinces from Mani- 
toba. Where different divisions have different scales it is an established rate prac- 
tice that in the interdivisional movement—both from the higher scale territory to 
the lower and from the lower to the higher—the higher scale applies. Consequently, 
if the Saskatchewan scale were wiped out as to the movement into Saskatchewan, 
while the Saskatchewan seale remained in Saskatchewan, an anomaly would present 
itself of the lower scale applying westbound while the higher scale applied eastbound. 

The criticism of the revised rates both from the standpoint of ton mileage com- 
parisons and from the standpoint of balances, has, in my opinion, not shown that the 
rates as put in are not in compliance with the order. 

After careful consideration of the evidence, I am of opinion that the position 
should be reaffirmed that the determination as to the question of the difference between 
the Manitoba and Saskatchewan scales which is a factor in connection with the Sas- 
katchewan “town” tariff which, however was not a part of the application with which 
the order dealt, should be dealt with as a necessary part of the investigation of western 

rates. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred. 


July 17, 1913. 


Chief Commissioner DRAYTON: 


The complaint of the Regina Board of Trade is that the order of the board of 
December 19, 1911, has never been carried into effect, and that the decision of the board 
interpreting it, made in July, 1912, is in error and does not give proper effect either to 
the original order or the considered reasons of the assistant chief commissioner on 
which it is based. The board’s ruling of July 6, 1912, was made after full argument as 
to the effect of the former order. The original order, as well as the ne as to what 
it meant, was made before I had any connection with the board. 

At the recent hearing in Regina, before Commissioner Goodeve and myself, I 
expressed the view that it would be improper for me to pass on the question as to what 
was intended by the former orders, and that the members of the board who sat in the 
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former hearing were best qualified to pass on what their direction covered; and I there- 
fore, refused to reverse their considered finding of July, 1912. Leave, however, was 
reserved to the Regina Board of Trade to make such representations as it might desire, 
on a fresh complaint based on unfair treatment, or rates that Regina might still be 
subject to. Regina has not acted on this suggestion; but at the hearing in Ottawa last 
month, it still insisted that the whole question was covered by existing judgments of 
the board, and that the board’s direction of July, 1912, was in error. The whole ques- 
tion, therefore, still depends on what was covered by the board’s former orders. Com- 
missioner McLean, after reviewing carefully and at length the whole situation, is of 
opinion that the board’s orders means what the board declared it to mean in July, 1912. 
His judgment is concurred in by the assistant chief commissioner who wrote the 
original judgment in which Commissioner McLean in turn concurred. ; 

Under these circumstances, it would be improper for me to interfere one way or 
the other. No one can be more fitted to pass upon the matter than Mr. Scott and Mr. 
Mclean, who have been connected with the case since its inception. 

Tn any event, the Regina rates with those of all other distributing centres of the 
West, will, in the near future, be dealt with apart from all questions as to the effect 
of previous proceedings. 


July 30, 1913. 


Mr. Commissioner GOODEVE: 

T am in a similar position to the Chief Commissioner, not having been a member 
of the board at the commencement of this case nor a party to the original judgment, 
but I concur in the opinion he has expressed. 


Mr. Commissioner Mi.is: 
I concur in the decision announced by the Chief Commissioner. 


July 31, 1913. 


RE RATES ON MILLFEEDS FROM LETHBRIDGE, ALTA., TO SWEET GRASS, MONTANA, U.S.A., 
OVER C. P. R. AND G. T. R. 


Mr. Commissioner MoLran: 

Under date of March 15, 1918, the board received a complaint that the Canadian 
Pacific Railway had cancelled the rate on mill feeds hitherto existing from Lethbridge 
to Keremeos via Sweet Grass, Montana, and the Great Northern beyond. The rate 
which had existed was 42 cents per 100 pounds. Complaint was made that in place 
of this rate of 42 cents a rate of 65 cents was being put in by the Canadian Pacifie. 

The matter has been conducted entirely by correspondence and written submis- 
sions. The 42-cent rate was contained in the Great Northern Railway’s tariff, O.R.C. 
No. 679, and from its wording it applied in both directions. The Great Northern 
tariff covered movements from points on its line to points on the Alberta Railway and 
Irrigation Company, and the latter by affixing their number, O.R.C., 165, also by filing 
with the board, lawfully applied it in the reverse direction. The situation appears 
to be that the Great Northern superseded the tariff filed by it by filmg a new tarift 
O.R.C. 865, but the Alberta Railway and Irrigation Company by not affixing its num- 
ber to the tariff and filing it as its issue permitted the rates previously in force to apply 
from points on its railway. 

The rate which the Canadian Pacific, of which the Alberta Railway and Irrigation 
Company now forms a part, desires to put in force, is made up of a combination of 
local rates. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company in its reply states that the tariff 
from Lethbridge to Coutts is exactly the same as it was when the 42-cent rate was In 
effect, viz., 11 cents, but this does not meet the question as to the 42-cent rate being 


286 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


5 GEORGE V., A. 1915 


in effect from points on the Alberta Railway and Irrigation Company. Under date 
of July 11 the Canadian Pacific Railway Company filed Supplement No. 16, to A.R. 
& I. Co., C.R.C., No. 165, cancelling the 42-cent rate westbound, such cancellation to 
be effective August 18. : 

[t does not follow that the tariff in question is to be automatically taken out by 
filing of a cancellation notice. Section 338 of the Railway Act provides that the joint 
tariff is to be effective until such tariff is superseded or disallowed by the board. 
The wording of*the section makes clear that the board is not a mere automatic 
recorder of supersession, but that it has the right to exercise discretion based upon 
its judgment of the facts. The situation is that the new combination of locals not 
only advances rates considerably to exclusive points of the Great Northern in British 
Columbia, but also increases some of the commodity rates on sugar from Raymond 
to the Canadian Pacific’s own points. It is also to be remembered that the distances 
are much shorter via Lethbridge than via Coutts. -The following summary is perti- 
nent in this connection :— 


| Po Saltaosin Cee ToSalmo A. | To Keremeos 

Ae: Ana’ C.P., to Nel- |Ry. to Coutts} ‘A. Ry to 

Grain and Grain Products. ae eee gant and i NY aie N. to |Coutts &G.N. 
‘to destination.| destination. |to destination. 


- To C.P. Miles. Miles. Miles. Miles. Miles. 
roin— 
Lethbridge... .. Nelson....| 27 cts. 334 42 cts. 368{ 63 cts. 596 27 cts. 665 { 42cts. 765 
Raymond orice Lp srcaete)| 30 1 360 45 4 394 68 oy 622 33_ 1 653 48 753 
Magrath Pacer an fi ect Le ens syrah 46 405 69 633 34 1 | 664 49 764 
Spring Coulee. 3 '" ar reke 32 "” 383 | 47 " 417 70 " 645 34 " 676 49 " 776 
Cardston. See au Fore 33 " 400 48 1 434 71 " 662 34 on 693 49 793 
Nelson to Salmo|G. N...... LD. ty GAY args barnah wsaras al eee cs Be, cee ate oe a ce nr 
Nelson to Kere- 
meos..... Mr OATEN ovens 88. (DOR ba  aee oa dante el amen eet een coe eee ere a 
Sugar. Via Lethbridge & C.P.R.| Via Coutts and O.N.R. 
Raymond Alta.— Miles. Miles. 
To Ainsworth...... 59: =] vain. a ae TOES En 67 cts. 351 64 ets. 709 
aS WSUS Ses \eta-saele te ete tah #1959 (0) ode, ave re) cakite tel anes ; 70 " 362 66 '" 722 
FENG. es, 4-5 ajedcate te We 32 4 182 a2 ow 345 
RIOPDAG 0-2 2 fad): als Ae eee Cana 3a it 164 32) on 365 
Hogimer 3510 oan $k cece 32 156 34 1 372 
Phoenix phd. 4:5 oie pd) See Sigre aI ee tae Gia eae ee 97 45 479 79 on 655 
Welaon  o7 0. i..o+ess Sera eee 60 4 B60 60 4 687 
EDOSBUATIO ¢ «sas, vethn oh ec ted eee ee 60 4 415 60 4 635 
Marand Workias.. 3. svc cations eg ee 85 on 455 76 4 631 


Tariff References: C.P.R. W. 1600. G.N. 844. A. Ry. and I., 165. 


I am, therefore, of the opinion that it should be declared that the joint tariff of 
the Alberta Railway and Irrigation Company C.R.C. No. 165, is lawfully in effect and 
that Supplement No. 16 thereto be disallowed; also that the board will be prepared to 
consider an application for the annulment of the said C.R.C. 165 on the publication 
and filing by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company of local and joint tariffs of rates 
from and via Lethbridge, which shall not be greater than those shown in the said 
C.R.C. 165, via Coutts, to points in British Columbia to which the rates of the said 
C.R.C. 165 are now lower than via C.P.R. from Lethbridge, having regard to the pro- 
Visions of the Railway Act. 

Chief Commissioner Drayton concurred - 

July 24, 1912, 
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RE MILLING-IN-TRANSIT RATES—ST. THOMAS, ONT. 


Mr. Commissioner McLean: 


Complaint is made of the abrogation of certain milling-in-transit rate arrange- 
ments which existed at St. Thomas for a limited period. By the Michigan Central 
tariff C.R.C. 1532, effective February 1, 1910, millers on the line of this railway, both 
in the United States and in Canada, were given milling-in-transit privileges on all- 
rail American corn over all routes to Canadian points east of Toronto and to the 
‘astern States. The Canadian Pacific, the Grand Trunk, and the Intercolonial were 
shown as parties to this tariff. Under this tariff, shipments of corn and corn products 
from Chicago to West St. John for furtherance to outports took New York domestic 
rates. Reference is also made to M.O.R. tariff C.R.C. 1533, effective February 1, 1910, 
by which milling-in-transit was permitted to all M.C.R. stations intermediate from 
original points of shipment to final points of destination. This, applicants contend, 
gave them a rate of 16-7 cents per 100 pounds, which with one-half cent for stop-off 
at St. Thomas made up a total rate of 17-2 cents. 

The Intercolonial would not protect its division of this rate. 

By M.C.R. tariff C.R.C. 1727, effective January 3, 1911, it was set out that the 
milling-in-transit privileges were not permissible on shipments milled in Canada 
destined to points on or via the Canadian Pacific, Grand Trunk, and their connections. 
This did not affect the other portion of the tariff in regard to United States mills 
and also in regard to milling at St. Thomas in connection with the Michigan Central’s 
routes via the Niagara frontier. A miller at St. Thomas is, therefore, still in a posi- 
tion to reach the New Brunswick and Nova Scotia seaboard through the United States 
via Boston under milling-in-transit arrangements, the rates being the same to St. 
John, N.B., for the same destinations. 

It is admitted that the limitation in respect of the movement to Canadian points 
was introduced because the other Canadian railways interested feared the effect of the 
extension of the milling-in-transit privilege in connection with furtherance from Mari- 
time Province points to outports. It has been noted that the Intercolonial had taken 
the position of protecting its own millers and, incidentally, its own revenues, and had, 
therefore, refused to participate in the rate. 

It is contended that the existing condition is discriminatory in respect of the mill 
located at St. Thomas, and that direction should be given for the restoration of the 
privilege in its entirety, as it for a short time existed. 

The question of discrimination must be looked at from two standpoints :— 

(a) The treatment given to corn milled in Canadian mills. 

(b) The treatment given to corn milled at United States mills. 


Dealing first with the question of the treatment given to corn milled at Canadian 
mills, it appears that the Canadian Pacific and the Grand Trunk are not granting to 
corn milled at Canadian points a transit arrangement on movements to West St. John 
for furtherance to outports. That is to say, mills on their own lines are, in this 
respect, given the same treatment as they contend should be given to the product 
coming to them from a connecting line and milled at a station in Canada located on 
that line. The Canadian Pacific and the Grand Trunk have tariffs under which 
milling-in-transit is granted for export. But this is a situation distinct from the 
present application. The Canadian Pacific also grants at Peterborough a milling-in- 
transit rate which is limited to local points in New England other than to points on 
the Boston and Main and on the Main Central. Formerly the tariff covering this 
movement did include points in Quebec on the lines of these two railways. Now, 
these have been cut out. Local rates east of Peterborough, therefore, govern. There 
also exist transit rates on corn meal from designated points to designated points in 
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Canada. The tariffs covering these, however, are distance tariffs covering only up to 
300 miles. It is obvious that the movement under these tariffs is in no way compar- 
able with the situation of which complaint is made. 


There remains the question as to the treatment given corn milled in transit at 
United States points. AL.C.R. tariff C.R.C. No. 1851, effective March 25, 19132, 
quotes from Chicago to West St. John for furtherance to outports the New York 
domestic rate of 16-7 cents. To this is to be added the one-half cent for stop-off at 
Detroit. To this tariff the O.P.R., the G.T.R., and the Intercolonial are partiess 
There is some dispute as to the actual movement from Chicago to West St. John over 
Canadian railways on this rate. But be this as it may, there is this rate arrangement 
quoted, while St. Thomas has a higher rate on the Canadian route. It is contended 
that it is discriminatory to grant a treatment to the United States miller which is not 
granted to the Canadian miller located on the Canadian route over which this com- 
modity moves. 

It is obvious that in respect to transit privileges on corn milled in the United 
States, the Canadian roads must, if they are to participate in the business at all, meet 
the rates of the American lines to common destinations. In the matter of the transit 
arrangements in connection with the corn meal for furtherance, the corn meal may 
move by schooner to the outperts, either from West St. John or from Boston. 

The rates made by the route to Boston, and which the Canadian lines have to 
meet to participate in the business, are exceedingly low. This is set out in the follow- 
ing tabular summaries: 

M.C.R. and C.P.R. Chicago-West St. John. out of the rate of 17-2, less one-half 
cent for stop-ofl, the M.C.R. receives 20 per cent, the O.P.R. 70 per cent.. 

Miles Rate Ton-mile 


rate. 
cents. cents. 


M.C.R.-Chicago-St. Thomas... .. .. ...... 396 5-01 253 
C.P.R.-St. Thomas-West St. John.. .. .... 997° 14-69 -252 
M.C.R. division, including stopof .asch eon etree te 
For: the distance ‘of 1328 miles’s. 4.024, uae ee 


M.C.R., G.T.R. and Intercolonial, Chicago-” est St. John: 
M.C.R.-Chicago-Hagersville .. .. .. .. .... 487 4.17 -182 P 
G.T.R -Hagersville-Montreal .. .. ..°.. ga) 2B98 3-69 -186 
I.C.R.-Montreal-West St. John .. .. .. ... 735 8-84 +240) 
M.C.R. Division, including stop-off .. .. .. 2. 2. ee 2s ee 204 
For the distance of 1580 miles’ 2>., cpu) nos eo ee oe 


As has been pointed out, there is available to the applicants a movement under 
milling-in-transit in connection with their Maritime Province seaboard business by 
way of the Niagara frontier and Boston. On this movement, the rates from Chicago 
are the same as the rates to St. John for the same destinations. When this was pointed 
out to the applicants they rejoined that “the fact that we may or may not have rates 
by some other route does not in the least justify our Canadian roads in such gToss 
discrimination.” 

The rates as set out are so exceedingly low that the board would not be justified in 
directing their installation unless there was an affirmative showing that there was 
actual detriment flowing from the existing rate adjustment. 

Discrimination is not a matter of rates in the abstract. It is true that on account 
of the existing rate adjustment the route by way of the Canadian lines is not open to 
the applicant. But it is not denied that there is available by way of the Niagara 
frontier the rates and privileges which are asked for over the Canadian route. It is 
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not shown that there is any disadvantage arising from the use of this route. If and 
when disadvantage is affirmatively shown, it will be sufficient time to consider what 
form intervention by the board should take. 


July 31, 1913. 
Chief Commissioner Drayton: 


The rates asked for are exceedingly low. I agree in dismissing the application. 


RE PILON VS. GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY. 


Chief Commissioner Drayton: 


An application of Alex. Pilon, of Casselman, Ont., for an order rescinding the 
order of the board No. 5390, dated August 18, 1908, declaring a charge of $3 per car 
to be made by the Grand Trunk Railway Company, over and above the company’s 
station rate on brick, to be a reasonable charge for the additional service of switching 
and handling the traffic from the siding of the applicant Pilon, about 24 miles west 
vf Casselman station. 

The present application is based on the order of the board No. 8631, dated 
November 10, 1909, declaring that the Grand Trunk Railway Company was not 
entitled to make any extra charge, over and above the station to station rate, for 
switching trafic from Christie, Henderson & Company’s quarries situated about 23 
miles from Hespeler, Ont. 

The original Pilon complaint, heard at Ottawa, June 23, 1908, was treated by the 
board as one unaffected by other than normal conditions, the practice of the railway 
eompany elsewhere not being clearly in evidence. At the hearing of the Hespeler case 
at Toronto, on the 16th of October, 1909, evidence was given that at a large number of 
places in Ontario the company, under more or less similar circumstances and condi- 
tions, made no extra charge for the service of switching from sidings located between 
stations, and although given an opportunity of doing so, the company failed to rebut 
this evidence. In the course of the hearing the late chief commissioner remarked: 
“There seems to be a good deal in this case that I did not hear about in the Pilon 
ease. How can you make one man pay, and not charge another man?”; and, again, 

“Tt seems to me that this thing must turn upon your established practice.” Had 
similar evidence been adduced in the Pilon case, I have no doubt that the judgment 
would have been a different one. 

Pilon’s siding is situated between Casselman and South Indian stations. South 
Indian does not appear to be a brick-shipping point, but it has been shown that 
Casselman is; and as, on that account, Casselman has been given certain special rates, 
it would clearly be unjustly discriminatory to apply the higher mileage schedule to 
the traffic of the applicant, who is but 24 miles from Casselman and is in competition 
with the Casselman manufacturers; and in view of the evidence in the Hespeler 
case, I am unable to find that the additional switching charge complained against 
should be continued. 

Nothing has been said at the hearing of the present application at Ottawa on the 
18th February last which would seem to show the existence of exceptional conditions at 
Casselman, or to warrant.a different practice than has not been disputed to exist at 
other points on the company’s lines, I am of the opinion that an order should go grant- 
ing the application. 


Commissioners Mills, McLean and Goodeve concurred. 
Order rescinding order of the board No. 5390, issued. 


July 31, 1913. 
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RE WESTERN FREIGHT RATES COASE, 


Chief Commissioner DRayTon: 

Prior to the last adjournment of this case, which was made on the 25th of June, 
1913, the board directed that the exhibits embodying Mr. Mueller’s evidence, and which 
he was then preparing, should be filed in six weeks time, and that written statements 
embodying the position which different parties to the issue desired to take both on 
these exhibits and on all other matters arising in the investigation, should be served 
and filed within three weeks after Mr. Mueller’s exhibits had been filed and served. 

Mr. Whitla, who appeared on that occasion, stated that it was doubtful whether 
the exhibits could be finished by that time, and that he had not yet been able to 
obtain all information from the companies which Mr. Mueller desired. This informa- 
tion the companies were directed to supply, and expressed themselves as willing to 
furnish, stating that it would be available, probably, within twenty days. Mr. Whitla’s 
idea was that the exhibits would be completed by the first of September. 

Bearing these dates in mind, and no further complaint having been received by 
the board as to the lack of production on the part of any parties to the issue, the 
board, on the 9th inst., fixed Monday, the 29th inst., for the resumption and completion 
of the inquiry. After fixing this date, the board for the first time was advised that its 
direction had not been ‘carried out. 

On the 13th inst., a letter was received from Mr. Pitblado, who appeared for the 
Winnipeg Board of Trade, calling the board’s attention to the fact that, at the hearing 
which was held in June, it was agreed that all parties should have three weeks, after 
the furnishing of certain further material which was then being prepared by Mr. 
Mueller, within which to file with the board their positions in regard to certain points 
outlined by the board; that the further material from Mr. Mueller had not yet come to 
hand; that part of it was not ready; and that he (Mr. Pitblado) was, therefore, unable 
to file with the board a statement of the position of his clients in regard to the points 
raised; and, further, that the investigation in his view would not be materially 
advanced without Mr. Mueller’s exhibits being before him (Mr. Pitblado), in sufficient 
time to properly look into the same before a further hearing. 

A similar letter was received from Mr. Phippen, Counsel for the Canadian North- 
ern Railway Company, stating that he was as yet without a copy of Exhibit 6, the pre- 
paration of which he understood had not yet been completed, and that until the copy 
had been received in accordance with the direction of the board and an opportunity 
given the company’s officials of considering it, it would be impossible to proceed with 
his presentation of the case. 

I find that the position was brought by the board to the attention of the Govern- 
ment counsel, and that a letter was received by the board from Mr. Whitla, on Septem- 
ber 20, as follows :— 


Winnirec, September 17, 1913. 


File 18755. Western Rates Case. 


“Dear Sir—I am in receipt of your favour of the 12th instant enclosing 
copy of letter from F. H. Phippen, K.C., dated 10th September. 

“For the information of the board, I desire to state that the remainder of 
the Government’s case in chief will consist of a further series of three exhibits, 
N os. 4, 5, and 6, which are voluminous and have occupied nearly the whole time 
since the last sittings of the board on this case in their preparation. Series 4 is 
now in the printer’s hands and will be completed this week, and draft copies have 
been furnished to counsel for the railway company. Series 5 is also in the 
printer’s hands and will be completed this week, and draft copies have been fur- 
nished to counsel for the railway company. In regard to series 6, which is a 
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most important exhibit and will comprise compilations of figures, deductions, 
and argumentative matter, I beg to state that it is altogether unlikely that this 
will be completed until practically the date of the hearing, and, therefore if will 
be impossible, owing to the fact that the commission has fixed the date for the 
29th instant without inquiry as to the state of preparation of the Government’s 
cease, to furnish copies of this last exhibit to counsel as requested. 

“I desire to emphasize the fact that Government counsel and their experts 
have made every endeavour possible to have their case completed without any 
loss of time but the work involved has been so voluminous and exhaustive that 
the time allowed has not been sufficient for the purpose. If it is found possible, 
however, to complete series 6 at an earlier date, every effort will be made to 
accomplish this, and draft copies will be furnished to counsel as soon as it is 
possible for us to do so. It appears to me, however, that the first five series of 
exhibits will contain the bulk of the case for the Government, and it is not 
likely that the railway companies will be embarrassed in the slightest degree by 
not having received ‘copies of the final exhibit.” 

The board is also advised that Mr. MacDonald, who has acted in this case 
throughout in the interests of British Columbia, a province very vitally interested in 
the issue, has withdrawn from the case; and that it is necessary that an adjournment 
should be made to allow other counsel to be instructed. 

Under these circumstances, no useful purpose can be served by attempting to pro- 
ceed on the 29th of September. 

To hold another sitting without the final exhibits being in the hands of all 
counsel simply means further enlargements and preparation of further statistics and 
comparisons. The request of. British Columbia for a short adjournment should, in 
any event, be granted. To proceed on the 29th instant would simply mean denying 
that province representation at the most important stage of the whole inquiry. 

Under these circumstances, the board, with reluctance, cancels the appointment 
of the 29th instant. The date for the resumption and completion of the inquiry will 
be fixed by the board after the expiration of ten days. This will give the parties 
sufficient time to write the board their views as to when the matter can proceed. 

The parties will, however, bear in mind that the inquiry must terminate at the 
earliest posssible moment. 

During the whole past year other appointments of the board have been sub- 
ordinated entirely to the hearings of this case, not only so far as the time actually 
given to it is concerned, but also in reserving for the parties considerable time in 
the hope that the case could be expedited. 

We all realize that the matter is one of great magnitude, and that delays are 
inseparable in the presentation of such a case. Counsel, however, might just as well 
understand that no more adjournments will be granted for the purpose of further 
evidence, and that the date, when fixed, after the parties have had the opportunity 
which is now given to express their views, must and will be final. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioners Mills, McLean, and 
Goodeve concurred. 


RE CARTAGE ARRANGEMENTS IN EASTERN CANADA, 


Mr. Commissioner McLran: ; 

Mr. Ransom, Chairman of the Advisory Committee of the Canadian Freight 
Association, gave notice that on or about July 1, the railways would issue cancellation 
notices of their cartage tariffs, these cancellations to become effective October 1, 1913. 
Following this, representations were received from different trade bodies. The Toronto 
Board of Trade represented that the custom of collection and delivery of freight by 
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the railways was of long standing, and that its discontinuance would necessitate a 
radical change in the method of handling. It also stated that a change in the methods 
of cartage would, unless the railways adopted an improved plan of handling, lead to 
congestion in terminals. The date proposed, namely, October 1, for the abolition 
of the service, was objected to on the ground that it was a cancellation in one of the 
busiest periods of the year; and it was asked that the board should suspend the can- 
ecellation circulars until such time as the railways “satisfied the commission that 
adequate facilities and accommodation ” would be provided by the railways adapted to 
the change of conditions. The representations made by the London Board of Trade 
were in substance the same. The Hamilton Board of Trade sent in a communication 
which included a resolution setting out that the date of October 1 was inopportune 
for such a change, and further setting out 


“The members of this board would therefore urge the continuance of this 
cartage service as at present in force particularly while the fall trade is on at 
which time the volume of business is exceedingly heavy, and also to give time 
for a comprehensive study of transportation conditions at the terminals 
involved.” 


The other positions developed were similar to those contained in the letters already 
referred to. 


It seemed to the board that the date chosen for the cancellation of the tariffs was 
inopportune, since it would necessitate rearrangements in the midst of an exceedingly 
busy shipping season. The results of such an arrangement at such a time would of 
necessity cause a great deal of friction and delay. The board therefore took the matter 
up with the railways with a view to arranging that if the railways were determined to 
discontinue their cartage service, the change should not be made until after navigation 
had been closed and the Christmas rush was over. 


As a result of the negotiations which took place between the railways and the 
cartage companies, the board was advised under date of September 17 as follows :— 


“We are now pleased to inform the board that this arrangement can be so 
continued with the cartage companies, but at rates much in excess of the con- 
tracts formerly and currently existing. 

“That, as a matter of fact, some of the railways have been obliged to make 
payments to the cartage companies at rates much in excess of the contracts 
previously existing, in order to maintain the cartage service to September 30, 
1913. 

“That the tarifs of the Canadian Railway effective January 27, 1913, 
while affording some relief, have placed an undue burden of cost on the trans- 
portation companies, through the changed condition of affairs, so much go that 
in the event of extending the arrangements between September 30 and Decem- 
ber 31, we find it necessary in issuing new tariffs to provide for collection from 
the public at all cartage stations of a rate of 3 cents per 100 pounds, with a 
minimum of 20 cents.” 


The railways were advised that it was desired that the positions taken by the 
Montreal Board of Trade, the Canadian Manufacturers’ Association, and the Toronto 
Board of Trade in the matter should be signified to the Board. Under date of Sep- 
tember 18, Mr. Tilston, on behalf of the Montreal Board of Trade, stated as follows:— 


“The interests I represent are anxious that the present railway cartage 
system be continued, are willing and have agreed to pay the proposed charge of . 
8 cents per 100 pounds, with a minimum of 20 cents. 


A telegram was received from Mr. Walsh, under date of September 23, stating 
that the Manufacturers’ Association was agreeable to the propositions outlined, and 


hoped that it would be continued permanently, and trusted that the board would con- 
cur in the arrangement. 
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The board is also in receipt of a letter from the secretary of the Montreal Grocers’ 
Guild, dated September 24, pressing for the sanction of the board of the advance 
charges for the period outlined. The board has just received from Mr. Marshall of 


the Toronto Board of Trade the. position of that Board of Trade, which is set out as 
follows:— 


“The position of this board with regard to the rates for cartage is the same 
to-day as it was in December last, at the hearing when the railways proposed to 
advance the rates then in effect, namely, that the charge for the railway cartage 
service as originally established was wholly included in the freight rates to and 
from. so-called cartage points, and at present the railways are absorbing less 
than the amount they did prior to the publication of cartage tarifs in 1892, 
providing for the collection of a certain proportion of the cost from the public.” 


Mr. Marshall further states, on behalf of his Board of Trade, that the rates during 
the period of extension proposed should be the same as at present. 


The board is also in receipt of a letter from the Hamilton Board of Trade stating 
that— 


“In preference to cancelling the cartage arrangements, the Hamilton 
Board of Trade prefer to submit to the new cartage rates from now until the 
end of the year as a temporary measure with the understanding that it would 
not prejudice our case in future discussions or negotiations.” 


While the cartage rates are quoted in tariffs filed with the board, the board has 
no jurisdiction over the cartage companies performing the service, and the rates upon 
which they perform the service for the railways are dependent entirely upon contracts 
over the terms of which the board has no control. While the question of long con- 
tinued custom has been raised as a justification of the further continuance of the 
cartage arrangement, the board’s power to direct in the matter must be founded on 
the Railway Act. The board recognizes that the arrangement has been a convenience ; 
the board will be pleased if a satisfactory arrangement as between the railways and 
the shippers can be worked out for a continuance of the arrangement; but the situa- 
tion is that while the railway may of its own volition enter into an arrangement with 
cartage companies for the performance of the service on certain terms, the board has 
no power under the Railway Act to order it to make arrangements as to these 
cartage services with bodies over which it has no control whatever. ‘The question of 
facilities is raised, and it is alleged that the disruption of the present arrangements 
will mean that there will be inadequate facilities afforded at various terminals. The 
obligation of the railways to furnish adequate facilities is covered by the terms of the 
Railway Act, and regardless of any arrangement as to cartage methods, the railway 
has on it the obligation of providing proper facilities. 


While the approval of the board has been asked for the proposed tariff, the tariff 
being a special one is one which does not require the affirmative approval of the board. 
The matter is one of urgency, and it is now open to the railways to file tariffs to be 
effective October 1. 


Chief Commissioner Drayton, concurred. 
September 25, 1918. 


RE ADVANCED CARTAGE CHARGES. 


Mr. Commissioner McLean: 

Under date of August 5, the railways in Western Canada issued a notice that, 
effective October 1, the practice of advancing cartage charges on outward shipments 
and the collection of same from the consignees at destination would be discontinued. 
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The position of the railways in the matter may be taken as set out in the follow- 
ing statement from the Canadian Northern :— 

“For many years the Canadian Pacific, Canadian Northern, and Grand 
Trunk Pacific included in their Winnipeg tariff the cost of cartage. This prac- 
tice was discontinued on the 15th of May, 1912, but during the period when 
Winnipeg was eliminated from tariffs, including the cost of cartage, important 
jobbing interests developed in such cities as Regina, Calgary, Saskatoon, and 
Edmonton, and under arrangement with the draymen performing the service in 
these cities, the cost of cartage on outward business was added to the freight 
bill and collected from the consignees. 

“With the abrogation of cartage in Eastern Canada, October 1, the action 
was taken to harmonize the practice throughout Canada. Following the discus- 
sion respecting the abrogation of cartage in Eastern Canada, the Retail Mer- 
chants’ Association of Prince Albert appealed to the board against paying the 
cost of cartage on shipments received from Winnipeg, Saskatoon, Regina, and 
other points where this arrangement was in force and as the board intimated to 
them that this practice was irregular we abandoned same.” 


Various protests against the terms of this notice were subsequently received from 
the jobbing interests concerned. 

On the other hand a strong protest against the continuance of the arrangement 
was set out in a telegram from Mr. H. L. Montgomery, of Deloraine, Man., setting out 
the existing arrangements as unjust to the country merchant, and that the jobbers 
should “meet the country merchants in the open by adding the cartage to their 
invoices.” 

The proposed change comes at an awkward time so far as business is concerned. 
lt is not only a busy season because of the laying in of fall stocks by the consignees, 
it is also a time when the traffic handled by lake and rail is being rushed forward for 
western dealers. It is further represented to the Board that the existing cartage 
arrangements are dependent upon the arrangement as to advance charges which has 
been entered into by the railways. The railways state that as a matter of business 
practice, they cannot agree to look after the advance charges and collection business 
of every individual drayman, since it would lead to their books being cumbered with 
a multiplicity of accounts. This plea from the standpoint of business practice is, . 
however, aside from the question of the legal right of the railways so to act. 

The board has already made clear its position as to the legal status of the matter. 
It desires that the proper arrangement should take place and as soon as possible. But 
in desiring that the proper arrangement should take place as promptly as possible, it 
at the same time recognizes that in view of the custom which has in this respect 
developed it is in the interest of all concerned that the change should be made with a 
minimum of dislocation of business in respect of cartage to and from the railway. 
When the protests against the disturbance of the existing arrangement were received, 
there were at the time negotiations pending in Eastern Canada regarding the cartage 
service, cancellation notices in regard to which have been filed, effective October 1. 
Bearing in mind the tiding over the transition period, the board suggested to the rail- 
ways that the existing arrangements as to advance charges and collection in Western 
Canada might be continued until January 1, 1914. 

It has been represented to the board that the shippers will, at the earliest 
possible moment, take up with the railways and the cartage companies the question 
of working out some system which will obviate the present objectionable features. 
It has not the power, nor is it attempting to exercise power or modify in any way the 
rights and obligations of the parties to the shipping contract. 

The question as to whether the consignees should or should not pay advanced 
cartage to the railway is one entirely of contract between the parties. The Board 
has nothing to do with it, nor is the work done by the railway in any manner a rail- 
way service of facility within the meaning of the Railway Act. 
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Changes of long-standing practices always involve more or less inconvenience, 
dislocation of business, and delay. October 1 is about as bad a time for the pro- 
posed cancellation as could be selected. Under the circumstances the board will 
make no order in this matter until after January 1, 1914. 


Chief Commissioner Drayton concurred. 
September 25, 1913. 


RE COMMUTATION TICKETS, G.T.R. BETWEEN ST, HYACINTHE AND MONTREAL, 


Chief Commissioner Drayton; 


This is an application made on behalf of the town of St. Hyacinthe, Que., for 
an order directing the Grand Trunk Railway Company to sell commutation tickets 
between St. Hyacinthe and Montreal. 

It was shown at the hearing that St. Hyacinthe is 35.67 miles from Montreal, 
and that the longest distances out of Montreal that the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany now sells commutation tickets are to St. Johns, 27 miles; to Vaudreuil, 24.45 
miles; and to St. Hilaire, 23 miles. 

The regular tariff rate from Montreal to St. Hyacinthe is $1.20; and the commu- 
tation rate asked for 60 cents per ticket for a book of ten tickets covering that 
number of trips to and from St. Hyacinthe, said tickets to be used within a specified 
time. 

The rate is desired on the ground that, with it, St. Hyacinthe would have an 
opportunity of bringing into its community a part of the population which is moving 
to the country every summer,—that St. Hyacinthe would become a summer resort, 
which would be a benefit to the railway company, the people of St. Hyacinthe, and the 
community generallv. 

I pointed out at the hearing that the application was covered by the judgment of 
the board in the Brampton case; and judgment in this case has been reserved only 
for the purpose of giving the parties an opportunity of distinguishing this case from 
the Brampton case. This has not been attempted; and, in my opinion, the only dis- 
tinction is that the Brampton case is much stronger than the case now under adjudi- 
cation, as the Applicant there shows that the railway company had a commutation 
rate from Toronto to Oakville in effect, a distance of 21.14 miles, while Brampton had 
no commutation rate and was distant from Toronto only 21.1 miles; so, in order to 
give effect to the application, it was not necessary in that case, as it would be in this 
to extend the zone from the common centre to and from which commutation tickets 
should be issued. 

Reference may be had to the reports of the Brampton application, which are to 
be found under the head of Wegenast vs. Grand Trunk Railway Company, 8 Cana- 
dian Railway Cases, page 42, and Toronto and Brampton vs. Grand Trunk and Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway Companies, 11 Canadian Railway Cases, page 370. 

Commissioner McLean concurred. 

September 30, 1913. 


RE CARLOAD RATING OF PEANUT BUTTER. 


Chief Commissioner DRayTON: 

This is an application made by Mr. T. Marshall on behalf of the Traffic Depart- 
ment of the Toronto Board of Trade, for an order requiring railway companies to 
provide a carload rating as of the fourth class for peanut butter. 

The application was heard at Montreal on July 8, 1913, when leave was reserved 
to Mr. McInnes, who appeared on behalf of the railway companies, to file a written 
statement showing the effect that the extension of a earload rating on peanut butter 
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would have on the companies’ revenues. No such statement has been filed by Mr. 
MacInnes, nor perhaps would such a statement be of much use in determining the 
question now under consideration. 

In support of the application, it was shown that one particular shipper shipped 
some 490,000 pounds of peanut butter in Canada, which, if loaded in ecarlots would 
have meant at least a movement of twenty cars properly loaded to the minimum. 

The railway companies’ objections are based on the grounds of (1) losses of 
revenue; (2) the impropriety of changing the classification here and there without 
a consideration of the whole question on some broad general principle urging 
indeed the consideration of a reconstruction of the whole classification; (3) no possi- 
bility of any movement of peanut butter in carload lots; and (4) that the underlying 
reason for the application was simply to obtain the benefit of the mixing privilege. 

To a large extent I think that the railway companies are correct in their submis- 
sions. I do not think, however, that their submissions answer the application. The 
board cannot very well, of its own motion, take up the question of reconstructing the 
classification so as to more properly meet the exigencies of to-day’s railway situation, 
and the demands of commerce. Both the shippers’ associations and the railway 
companies have intimated that it would be a proper thing to do, but neither of them 
apparently seem to want to do it. 

The board has intimated that, in its view, the matter should be taken up in con- 
ference between the shippers and the railways, and at the present, will not do more. 
This condition affords no reason why, if the present method of classification demands 
it, an extension to cover any given commodity should not be made. 

So far as carlot movements of peanut butter are concerned, I do not anticipate any 
considerable movement. The manufacturer, it is true, may ship in carload lots, but 
the majority of the movement of peanut butter, I think, will undoubtedly be in less 
than carload lots; and the real advantage that the shippers will obtain by the board’s 
giving effect to the present application will be the mixing privilege. 

This, again, seems to me to be no reason why the order should not be made. The 
same can be said of many of the commodities appearing on the grocery list, which 
includes peanut butter. 

Section 317, subsection 8 (c), prohibits railway companies subjecting any particu- 
lar person, or company, or any particular description of traffic to any undue or un- 
reasonable prejudice or disadvantage in any respect whatsoever. ; 

Rightly or wrongly, I think rightly, the railways have included peanut butter in 
the grocery list. The term “butter” is rather a misnomer. The article which from 
the name might be said to be in competition with butter, is, as a matter of fact, more 
in competition with jams and relishes. Jams and jellies receive a carload rating, as does 
honey, as well as pickles and the like. Why the line should be drawn in the grocery list 
at peanut butter, I do not know. Practically everything in the grocery list has a car- 
load rating, and so long as the present classification continues in force, there is no 
reason, in my mind, why peanut butter should not receive it. 

November 20, 1913. 

Mr. Commissioner McLean: 

I am of opinion that the rating as asked for should be given. 

Order issued requiring that the Canadian Freight Classification be amended by the 
addition of a rating of fourth class for peanut butter in carloads, and that the said 
amendment included in the proposed Supplement No. 2 to the Canadian Freight 


Classification, No. 16, submitted by the Canadian Freight Association for the 
approval of the board. 


RE RATES ON IMPORT WOOD PULP, 
Mr. Commissioner McLran: 


Complaint was made by the Howell Company of Toronto in regard to the increase 
of freight rates on import wood pulp to various points on the Canadian Pacific, Cana- 
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dian Northern, and Grand Trunk. It was stated that in 1918, the C.P.R. and the 
Canadian Northern had a rate of 6 cents per 100 pounds on this commodity, in car- 
loads, from Montreal to Shawenegan Falls, while at the same time the C.P.R. rate to 
Grand Mére, Joliette, and Lachute was 8 cents per 100 pounds. To Kingsey station 
and Windsor Mills, the Grand Trunk rate was 9 cents. Asa result of the negotiations 
between the applicant and the railways, the C.P.R. rates to the points mentioned were 
reduced to 6 cents per 100 pounds, while the Grand Trunk reduced its rate to Windsor 
Mills and Kingsey Station to 7 cents. The railways had these rates in effect in 1912, 
and gave notice that they were limited to the shipping season of that year. It is not 
necessary to enter into the reasons why the reduced basis to Shawenegan Falls came 
into existence, or why the rate was again placed at 8 cents in 1913. The applicant 
amended his application so that the complaint was concerned with the rate to Windsor 
Mills alone. - 

The applicant handles imported sulphite pulp. The imported sulphite pulp is 
used by the Belgo-Canadian Pulp and Paper Company at Shawenegan Falls. It is 
also used by the Canada Paper Company at Windsor Mills, to which the applicant 
sells sulphite pulp. He states that owing to the higher rate to Windsor Mills than to 
Shawenegan Falls, this militates against the possibility of his doing business at 
Windsor Mills. The applicant refers to this rate difference as being between 2 and 3 
cents per 100 pounds. As, however, the rates to Shawenegan Falls and to, Windsor 
Mills are now 8 cents and 9 cents respectively, the difference is one cent. 

The difference in rate treatment as between Windsor Mills and Shawenegan Falls 
does not necessarily create a discrimination since the points are on different systems 
of railways. The contention of the applicant is in reality concerned with the reason- 
ableness of the rate from Montreal to Windsor Mills. 

By way of the C.P.R. to Shawenegan F alls, the distance from Montreal is 116 
miles; by the Canadian Northern to the same point, it is 94 miles; while the mileage 
from Montreal to Windsor Mills is 87 miles. The rates are stated. 

Consideration of the tariffs on woodpulp in force between other points on the 
Grand Trunk shows that they are not worked out on a mileage basis. The following 
statement covers a number of points, indicating the rates and minimum applicable :— 


Miles. Min. 40,000 pounds. 


Pam LentO OORT bar. i es cl suet Pater. atm eS ao! (ofoe Jate 154 5 cents. 
Ottawandco, Brompton Malis’... 22.6 ios le ye one 208 Bes 
Merriton to-~Georgetown.-.. «5 2... es es ees os se 61 ox 
Hawkesbury. to Cornwall... 2. 2. 6. -s2e5 ee ee sees 67 oy 
Merton me tOm OL Ok Man: y-\ce cc -Mtcl al ees ve) few genie eine som “as 69 Gua 
Campbellford to, Toronto. 5.00. a = i ee nie 125 (ey 
OttawatoeMilloen ROCHCSz eos fee ery eis latrines sie ar agatss Gu ees 


It would appear from this statement that the rates are made for particular points. 

Tn a statement submitted by the Grand Trunk, it is set out that there are Montreal 
special charges amounting to about 24 cents per 100 pounds. These are as follows: 
handling 30 cents per ton; rail carriers’ proportion of wharfage, 3 cents per ton; 
Montreal Harbour Commissioners’ switching $2.50 per car, 17 cents per ton, making 
a total of charge for Montreal terminals of 50 cents per ton. 

While, as has been indicated, the local movement of woodpulp was not worked out 
on a mileage basis, it would seem not to be unfair to take the rate from Ottawa to 
Mille Roches, viz., 6 cents, as affording some measure of the rate. However, it must 
be noted that the shipments from Montreal to Windsor Mills move on the minimum of 
36,000 pounds, while from Ottawa to Mille Roches the minimum is 40,000 pounds; 
that is to say, if the 6-cent rate were applied to the movement from Montreal to Wind- 
sor Mills on a 40,000 pound minimum, it would mean an increase of 11 per cent as 
compared with a 36,000 pound minimum, or a rate of 6-76 cents. 
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The question of the terminals must be considered. In the case of a movement 
from Montreal to Windsor Mills, reference is made only to one terminal, viz., at 
Montreal; so the rates on the local product may be looked at in the same way. Atten- 
tion may be devoted to one terminal alone. 

While the railways have set out terminal charges of 50 cents, applicant admits 
that a terminal charge of 20 cents would be reasonable; but in addition to this there 
must be considered the special charges in respect of the rail carriers’ proportion of 
wharfage and the Harbour Commissioners’ switching charge at Montreal. This would 
add 1 cent to the rate as figured out, making a total of 7-76 cents. The question of 
the difference between the 20 cents for terminal charges, which the applicant admitted 
would be reasonable and which may be connected with the item set out by the railway 
as being charged for handling, and the 30 cents as set out under this heading was not 
analyzed by either of the parties, and there may be some doubt as to the exact terminal 
charge. 
Comparing the rate as charged with the rates of the local product, and taking into 
consideration the mileage involved and the charges which have to be borne at Montreal 
on the imported product as compared with the movement on the local product, I am 
of the opinion that 8 cents is a reasonable rate for the movement from Montreal to 
Windsor Mills, and that order should go accordingly. 


Chief Commissioner Drayton and Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred. 
December 8, 1918. 


RE MILLING-IN-TRANSIT RATES—ONTARIO AND MANITOBA FLOUR MILLERS. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scort: 


The applicant company has a mill situated at Sudbury, Ont. It applies for the _ 
same milling-in-transit rates as are enjoyed by millers west of Fort William. 

The present rates available to the Applicant Company are covered by C.P.R. 
Tariff No. E-777, C.R.C. No. E-1196, and Supplement No. 25 to that tariff. This 
gives it the through rate from the point of shipment of the grain to the destination 
of the product, with a 1 cent per hundred pounds stop-over for milling-in-transit, to all 
C.P.R. points east of Sudbury via the mainline ; westerly on the “Soo” branch, and 
south to Toronto and intermediate points on the C.P.R. Sudbury-Toronto line; also, 
to points on the O. & N.Y. C.N.Q., Quebec Central, Intercolonial, and (in Canada) on 
the Central Vermont and Boston & Maine lines. There is also a through rate, with 
23 cents per hundred pounds added, to the C.P.R. stations Leaside Junction to 
Smith’s Falls and stations on the Lindsay subdivision. 

The mills west of Fort William, under Tariff No. W-2772; O.P.R. No. W. 1769, 
with certain limitations and subject to certain conditions not relevant here, get the 
through rate from the point of origin to final destination plus 1 cent per hundred 
pounds for milling, to any point east of Fort William, As all the older parts of the 
province of Ontario are east of Fort William, these mills have the privilege of ship- 
ping into any part of that territory on the through rate, with the milling-in-transit 
charge of 1 cent per hundred pounds added. As will be seen from the limitations put 
upon the shipments from Sudbury, under Supplement No. 25 to Tariff O.R.C. No. 
E-1196 above mentioned, the same privilege is not enjoyed by the applicant company; 
and it now asks that, in this regard, it be put upon an equality with the mills west 
of Fort William. 

The applicant company, unlike those operating other mills in Ontario east of Fort 
William, is without a local: source of supply and is dependent upon the grain of 
Western Canada; and, further the great bulk of its requirements must, necessarily 
reach the mill over the all-rail route. The Ontario mills south and west of Sudbury 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 299 


SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


have the advantage of local grain as a source of supply, and are in a position to get the 
advantage of the combination of the low water rates to, and the special rail rates 
from, the eastern lake port elevators. 

In addition to the opposition of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, this 
application is opposed by Mr. Watts of the Dominion Millers’ Asssociation, who con- 
tends that the underlying principle of the milling-in-transit arrangement, as under- 
stood in Canada, is that it is “a moving forward” of the manufactured product from 
the “milling point” towards the “seaboard”. He adds that, “there is no provision 
in our tariff for a backward movement.” The railway company did not follow the 
“ seaboard” idea when it voluntarily gave milling-in-transit rates to the Sudbury mill 
on re-shipments to points on the “Soo” line. Further the “seaboard” idea was not 
followed by the railway company when it issued the present tariff giving the mills west 
of Fort William milling-in-transit rates to western Ontario. Flour shipped from 
Kenora to London, or Guelph, is nearer the seaboard when it passes the applicant’s 
mill at Sudbury than when it reaches its destination. 

The question for us to determine is not one of milling-in-transit, but one of unjust 
discrimination. 

_ The applicant is not asking for any extension of the milling-in-transit principle 
in and of itself. It only asks that there be no discrimination in favour of its com- 
petitors west of Fort William. Since these mills have milling-in-transit rates which 
enable them to ship through Sudbury to any point in Ontario, I think similar rates 
should be given the applicant company. 

The circumstances and conditions with respect to the traffic from the mills west 
of Fort William and the mill at Sudbury are substantially similar; and, in my opinion, 
the present tariffs unjustly discriminate against Sudbury. In this view our chief 
traffic officer agrees with me. 

Therefore, I think an order should go, giving the privilege of milling all-rail grain 
at Sudbury, in transit from Port Arthur, Fort William, and points west thereof, at 
the through rate of all points east of Sudbury and the Detroit and St. Clair rivers 
reached by millers west of Fort William under milling-in-transit arrangements, sub- 
ject to the regulations and restrictions thereof; and, subject, also to the same addi- 
tional toll of 1 cent per hundred pounds for the terminal service at Sudbury. 


Commissioner Mills concurred. 
December 10, 1913. 


RE EASTERN TOWNSHIPS LUMBER COMPANY, LIMITED, AGAINST PROPOSED INCREASE ON PULP- 
WOOD FROM STATIONS ON THE LINE OF THE TEMISCOUATA RAILWAY TO POINTS IN NEW 
YORK STATE AND OTHER POINTS REACHED BY THE INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY. 


Mr. Commissioner MoLran: 

The Temiscouata Railway issued, on December 20, 1918, a joint freight tariff on 
pulpwood to be effective January 24. The movements of pulpwood from points on this 
line are dealt with at present by the railway under four groups. These, with their 
rates, are as follows :— 

Group 1, St. Modeste to Whitwork.. .. «1 ++ e+ e+ se ee 17 cents. 


“ 9 17k Mile Siding to Vauban.. .. «s+ ee ee ees 17 
e 3, 35 Mile Siding to Hayes......-. +++ ++ +++ 14 ‘ 
“ 4 Notre Dame du Lac to Connors.. .. ++ ++ ++ +: 18 


The tariff whose effective date is the 24th instant, provides for one-half cent 
increase in each of these rates. 

While the Intercolonial railway is not subject to the board’s jurisdiction, the board 
is advised that the Intercolonial has hitherto on the movement of pulpwood over the 
Temiscouata taken as its proportion from Riviére-du-Loup, where pulpwood is trans- 
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ferred to the Intercolonial, 14 cents. The through rates as at present existing are made 
up of the addition of the local rates for the four groups above set out to this propor- 
tional from Riviére-du-Loup. 

Under a new local tariff which was to have been effective January 1, the local rates 
for pulpwood on the Temiscouata Railway for local delivery to Riviére-du-Loup were 
increased. From group 1, above set out, no change was made in the local; but from 
groups 2, 3, and 4 the locals were increased by one-half cent. This local tariff was 
suspended pending investigation. It will appear that, except in the first group, the 
new through rates as proposed are made up by the addition of the increased locals to 
the Intercolonial portion as above set out. . 

It has been the practice in the past for the Intercolonial to publish tariffs naming 
rates on pulpwood from stations on its line, and to include therein rates from Temis- 
couata Railway stations. The tariffs although so published by the Intercolonial were 
filed by the Temiscouata Railway, which was a participating carrier therein. Fiffective 
the same date as the proposed new Temiscouata joint freight tariff, the Intercolonial 
filed supplements to their tariffs eliminating the Temiscouata as a participating 
carrier. 


The board in dealing with the question of rates on pulpwood to points in the United 
States permitted, in its judgment of February 24, 1918, certain increases, with the 
proviso that these increases were not to be effective until August 15, 19138. The object 
of this proviso was to permit contracts already entered into by shippers to be looked 
after, it being recognized that since the contracts had been made it would necessarily 
happen that any addition to the rate during a period which would reasonably permit 
of the fulfilment of the contracts would of necessity have to be borne by the shipper. 
Under this judgment, the rate increases varying from one-half cent to 3 cents per 100 
pounds were permitted. In the case of shipments by the Grand Trunk to Fort Edward 
and Watertown, the increases in the Grand Trunk portion of the rate on shipments 
from Windsor Mills, Dixville, Danville and Point Levis varied from -57 of 1 cent 
per 100 pounds to 1 cent. In the ease of shipments by the O.P.R. to the same points, 
from Three Rivers, Scotstown, and Mont Laurier, the increases sanctioned were from 
1 cent to 14 cents per 100 pounds, there being an increase of 14 cents in the case of 
shipments from Mont Laurier to Watertown. 


In view of the full consideration which was given the matter of pulpwood rates in 
this Judgment, and the various factors dealt with by the board therein, it would appear 
that the application of the Temiscouata Railway falls within the general position set 
out by the board, unless there are conditions which properly distinguish the Temis- 
couata Railway from the Canadian Pacifie and the Grand Trunk. 


Under the increased rates which were so sanctioned by the board, the rates from 
points on the Temiscouata Railway over the Intercolonial were increased by 1 cent. 
All of this increase was taken up by the Intercolonial, which is not subject to the 
board’s jurisdiction. 

The Temiscouata states that it did not look for any increase in rate at the time 
on account of the car shortage which had for some time existed. It, however, con- 
siders that the condition of its business justifies the application for 
that the half-cent per hundred pounds which it asks for is not undue. 


The Temiscouata Railway for the statistical year 1913 handled 187,553 tons of 
revenue freight. The great bulk of the traffic handled on this road originates thereon, 
no less than 92 per cent of the tonnage originating on the road. It will be found that 
of the tonnage originating on the road, 93 per cent is concerned with forest products, 
while of the total tonnage carried by the road 87-4 per cent is represented by the same 
item. The importance of the forest product tonnage may be shown.another way. By 
taking up the more important items of freight the following result is obtained, in 


an increase, and 
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percentages, of the total traffic moved on the road: Anthracite coal and bituminous 
coal, 1-7 per cent; manufactures, 2-7 per cent; products of agriculture, 4-9 per cent; 
miscellaneous, 3-7 per cent; and forest products, 87-4 per cent. 

Out of the approximately 14,000 tons of freight which are received from other 
railways, it will be found that agricultural products, manufactures, merchandise, and 
miscellaneous account for 12,500 tons. The statements of Mr. Grundy on behalf of the 
railway company that the traffic is highly specialized, being concerned, for the greater 
part, with low grade bulk commodities, and that there is but little inbound freight, are 
substantiated by an analysis of the returns made to the Government. 

The average haul per ton is 43-35 miles. The length of the road is 113 miles. In 
the handling of the pulpwood tonnage, it appears to be impossible to obtain train-load 
figures, as the bulk of the pulpwood apparently is handled on mixed trains. The freight 
train mileage on the Temiscouata is, to the mixed train mileage, as one is to seven. 
While the preponderance of mixed train mileage vitiates somewhat any averages com- 
puted as to the tonnage per train, subject to this caution it would appear that the aver- 
age tonnage per train moving freight is 97 tons. The figures for the year 1912, which 
were the latest available at the time the judgment on pulpwood rates was given, may 
be referred to. There is nothing in the judgment to show that these figures which are 
now being cited were used as a basis in arriving at the. conclusions contained in that 
judgment; but the general traffic condition at the time of the judgment, of the roads 
affected, is a factor which may now legitimately be used for comparative purposes. 

The average haul and the average tonnage per train of the Temiscouata Railway 
have been set out. For the year 1912 the average haul per ton on the Canadian Pacifie 
Railway was 372 miles, while the average tonnage per freight train was 892. In the 

case of the Grand Trunk Railway, the figures were, respectively, 304 and 102. 
; It is stated by the Temiscouata that its railway is disadvantageously situated, 
fifty per cent of its line is said to have one and one-half per cent grades. In a memor- 
andum submitted by Mr. Grundy, the following computation is given :— 

“ Engine, sixteen empty box cars and train crew leave Riviére-du-Loup and 
set out sixteen empties at St. Jacques (mileage 75), engine proceeds to Edmuns- 
ton (mileage 81) to turn, and returning takes on 16 loaded cars at St. Jacques; 
at Cabano (mileage 43) train is cut and two trips made to St. Honore (mileage 
27), each trip with eight loads. From St.. Honore to Riviére-du-Loup sixteen 
loads are handled in. 

“ Revenue at present rate: 16 cars of 


40,000 pounds at 4 cents per 100 pounds.. .. .. ..-- - .$ 256 00 
Operating expenses, 73-28 per cent... .. 6+ +e ee ee ee ee ee 187 60 
Pani wen cah ee scee Bie wtan oe bee OOe a0. 


“This would entail at least eighteen hours work.” 

This computation is subject to the criticism that the traffic does nut move in 
solid train loads. It is, however, of value as showing what effect the grade has upon 
the efficiency of operation. 

A reference is made to the rates which are charged in connection with pulpwood 
movement for export on the Grand Trunk Railway, as well as on the Quebec Central 
Railway, the rates being as follows :— 


Granp TRUNK Rawway Tarr, C.R.C. No. E 2771. 


From To Miles. 
Dixville Que.. PRESTO eet wee riiil, N.H. 72 4% cents per 100 pounds. 
Coaticooke, Que.. . Sn pebrst: A be i z 
Windsor Mills, Que.. .. -- -- ¥ +e a 4 
Bromptonvyille, Que.. .. ++ «> 7 re a ‘ 


Richmond, Que... .. «+ «+ =: - 
Windsor Mills, Que.. .. - .Groveton, NUH. 90 44 
Bromptonville, Que.. .. -- 4 % 
Richmond, Que.. 100 4% 
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INTERNATIONAL Rainway or New Brunswick, TARIFF. | 


From To Miles. 

Richards:.3) ck. ac ass bw ase. Campbellton. 54 5 cents per 100 pounds. 
“oe ini 

Rosco.. aprons r 64 . 

Fingers.. 69 5 PF 

Hammond Fae, Bigs wee Sap Cre) ERC * 80 5 _ 

CPA IRE See veswee scorer et Mee ive a 96 5% ; 

Fleming... Ra gehen Aavacmere Ny 102 6 s 


QUEBEC CENTRAL Ramwway Tarirr, C.R.C. No. 218. 


From To Miles. 
St Ephrem sis. nc ws geessea ra smenprouke: 105 5 cents per 100 pounds. 
St. Evarist.. eralate se aly Was Mi 


The new proportion of the Temiscouata on its proposed new joint rate would be, | 
for the whole length of its line, 44 cents. 

Under the rates approved by the Board in the decision above referred to, the 
Grand Trunk proportion of the rate from Windsor Mills to Fort Edward, a distance 
of 125 miles, on its own line, was increased from 4.56 to 5 cents. In the case of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway, the rate from Three Rivers to Fort Edward, a distance of 
105 miles, on its own line, was increased from 34 to 5 cents. 

In view of what has been set out both from the standpoint of comparison and 
from the standpoint of the peculiar conditions affecting the traffic of the Temiscouata 
Railway, it seems justifiable to sanction the increase asked for. There is, however, 
another phase of the matter. As has been indicated the shipments of pulpwood are 
concerned with the completion of relatively long-term contracts. These contracts are 
made in the summer and fall for shipment during the winter. Any change in the 
rate must of necessity affect the shipper directly. While, under the Railway Act, 
provision is made that rates may be increased on thirty days’ notice, it is well 
established that where a business already built up has enjoyed for a period of time 
a particular rate, due weight should be given to this by a regulative body in its 
decision. ‘This is not to say that there is any vested right in freight rates, but that 
the effect of their continuance for a period of time is one of the factors to be con- 
sidered. Where as in the present case the contracts between the consignors and the 
consignees of necessity run for a period of time before they can be completed, it is 
reasonable that this should be considered. 

Mr. Grundy has stated that he estimates that he will move about 5,000 carloads of 
pulpwood on his line during 1914. Statements have been submitted to the Board 
from leading shippers using this line, stating that they have contracts on hand for the 
present year covering some 49,800 cords of pulpwood to be handled on this line. It is 
not shown just how much of this total has already been delivered. The 49,800 cords 
above referred to, at a weight of 3,000 pounds to the cord, would represent 74,700 tons, 
or, af a minimum loading of 40,000 pounds, would represent 3,735 cars, approximately 
three-fourths of the carload movement in pulpwood which Mr. Grundy expects to 
handle during the year. 

There should, therefore, be granted such reasonable period of time for completion 
of the contracts as is necessary. In the decision in the pulpwood case already referred 
to, the judgment was delivered on February 24, and the tariffs requiring the increased 
rates were allowed to be effective on August 15, 1913. A similar suspension would 
seem to be reasonable in the present case. 

While, as has been pointed out, the joint tariff hitherto in force was published by 
the Intercolonial, it was none the less, as to the movements from Temiscouata points, 
the tariff of the Temiscouata. On the 23rd instant Mr. Grundy of the Temiscouata 
was telegraphed to notifying him that Tariff 225, C.R.C. 221, was suspended and that 
in the meantime joint rates on pulpwood ex Temiscouata points were to be protected - 
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by Intercolonial Tariff, C.R.C. 1027, which was the Temiscouata C.R.C. No. 214. As 
the Intercolonial is not subject to the board’s jurisdiction, it was telegraphed to in the 
matter of this joint tariff. The board is in receipt of telegraphic advice from it that 
it is agreeable to the continuance of this tariff for the period in question. 

Order may therefore go sanctioning the increase provided for under Tariff T.R. 
No. 225, O.R.C. No. 221, such increase, however, being suspended as already provided 
until August 15, 1914. The suspension as to the Temiscouata Tariff T.R. No. 221, 
C.R.C. No. 217, already covered by the board’s order No. 21105, is also, to remain 
effective until August 15, 1914. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 
Order accordingly issued. 
January 24, 1914. 


RE THE WOOD COAL COMPANY, AND THE BARBER-ELLIS, LIMITED, BRANTFORD, ONTARIO. 


Mr. Commissioner McLran: 

In both of these cases there is involved the interpretation of rule 2 of the Cana- 
dian Car Service Rules. The facts as developed in the complaint of the Barber-Ellis 
Company may be taken as sufficiently characteristic. That complaint sets out as fol- 
lows :— 

“ Messrs. Barber-Ellis, Limited, of Brantford, received advice of the arrival 
of a car of coal from Black Rock at 4.30 p.m. on December 23 last. The car 
was placed on their siding about noon on December 26. They passed Oustoms 
on December 27 and unloaded the consignment on the 30th. Five dollars a car 
rental was charged them as per the enclosed expense bill. This was made up as 
follows: Two dollars for the first day and three dollars for the second. The 
agent at Brantford took the position that Barber-Ellis should have entered the 
car within twenty-four hours after its arrival and having failed to do so that 
they should pay demurrage, and he, therefore, charged them $2. 

“ This interpretation of the car service rules we dispute, while Mr. Duval, 
former manager of the Canadian Car Service Bureau, and his successor, Mr. 
Reilly, both uphold the agent; in other words, they take the position that it is 
the duty of consignees to make entry within the first twenty-four hours after 
arrival of the car. This we contend is entirely at variance with the language 
of the Car Service Rules.” 


Rule 2 of the Car Service Rules provides that there shall be twenty-four hours 
allowed to consignee after notice of arrival in which to pay the tolls or charges, if any, 
and give orders for special placing or delivery. This is subject to the provisions of 
rule 11 which provides that where the railway company has previous or standing orders 
from the consignee for placing freight on designated tracks or private sidings, the 
consignee shall not be entitled to the extra twenty-four hours for paying freight and 
giving placing or delivery orders. Rule 15 further provides that in the case of recon- 
signment, under switching arrangements, the original consignee alone is to have the 
twenty-four hours in which to give orders for placing or delivery. Rule 2 provides 
that forty-eight hours free time are allowed for loading and unloading, subject to cer- 
tain qualifications, in regard to extended or diminished time on certain commodities, 
which need not be gone into here. Clause D of rule 2 provides :-— 

“Twenty-four hours additional free time shall be allowed for clearance of 
customs, where the destination is a port of entry, making the allowance for 
clearance of customs, and for giving, placing or delivery orders, forty-eight 


hours in all.” 
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The question involved is as to whether, leaving aside reference to the time allowed 
for special placing or delivery, the consignee is under the obligation to clear customs 
during the first twenty-four hours, or whether the requirements of the rule are met so 
long as the customs are cleared and the cars unloaded within the period of 72 hours. 

The interpretation of the rule from the standpoint of principle depends upon an 
opinion as to what was intended to be embodied in the rule, rather than upon the con- 
struction of the words contained in the rule. If one is of opinion that, under the 
rule, the consignee has the right to the full seventy-two hours, made up of the twenty- 
four hours for clearance of customs and the forty-eight hours for unloading, then it 
is perfectly clear what the interpretation from the standpoint of principle would be. 
If, on the other hand, one is of opinion that the only right in connection with the 
seventy-two-hour period is a right to so much thereof as may be necessary, a radically 
different conclusion will be formed. From the standpoint of principle, the present 
applications are tied up with what is involved in the question of average demurrage; 
and it has seemed to the board that they might more properly be dealt with in connec- 
tion with the foregoing topic. 

The applicants, however, press for a ruling. In view of what has been said, the 
ruling must be concerned with the words of the rule, not with any question of prin- 
ciple assumed to be incorporated in the rule. 

The rule states that twenty-four hours “ additional free time” is allowed for the 
clearance of customs. Does this mean that in addition to the forty-eight hours allowed 
for unloading, there is thereafter an additional twenty-four hours for passing customs? 
While possibly, this construction might be placed upon the words, it would create an 
unworkable condition. It has been laid down that the words of a rule should show 
their true intent and meaning, and that one should not depend upon the mind of the 
framer of the rule or of the one carrying it out for information ag to the intention. 
But where reference to clearance of customs is made, there is a reference not to any 
“intention ” of the one enforcing of the rule, but to the practice of the customs author- 
ities. The clearance of customs must be effected before the car is in position to be 
unloaded. The time allowed for clearance of customs as compared with the time for 
unloading must, therefore, be prior. That is to say, the time allowed for clearance of 
customs stands first on the list and under the rule the forty-eight hours for unloading 
runs from the termination of the time allowed for clearance of customs. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 
February 11, 1914. 


RE FULLERTON LUMBER AND SHINGLE CO., VANCOUVER, B.C., VS. O.P.R. 


Mr. Commissioner McLean: 


The application is concerned with the through rates on group D lumber from 
Bellingham, Wash., to points in the Canadian Northwest, it being alleged that the 
through rates are excessive to the extent that they exceed the sum of the locals. Group 
D, lumber, which includes lumber, poles, piling and timbers is in general concerned 
with fir, hemlock, larch and spruce lumber and specified manufactures therefrom, is 
the lowest of the lumber rate groups covered by the Northern Pacific tariffs. These 
tariffs also set out groups A, B, and OC. . 

Before the complaint was lodged with the Board, complaint was lodged with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, which found that if any unjust discrimination 
existed in connection with the combination rates charged for the transportation of 
lumber from points in Washington to points in Canada, this was concerned wholly 
with the rates for transportation in Canadian territory, and hence was not subject to 
the control of the Interstate Commerce Commission. It further stated that the joint 
rates complained of were not found to be unreasonable-—Fullerton Inmber and Shingle 
Co. v. Bellingham Bay and British Columbia Railway Co. et al 26 I. OC. C. 376. 
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The points of destination in the Canadian Northwest which are set out in the 
complaint of the Fullerton Lumber Company, as contained in the correspondence on 
file, are Stettler, Castor, Macklin, Hardisty, Saskatoon, Viscount, Colonsay, Outlook, 
Kandahar and Wynyard. 

Under the joint lumber tariff of the Northern Pacific, dealing with the movement 
from points in Washington and Oregon to Canadian points west of the Great Lakes, 
the points of origin are divided into three groups designated as Coast, North Yakima, 

‘and Spokane. Bellingham is located in the Coast group. In the opinion of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, reference is also made to Lyndon, Clear Lake, Everett, 
Monahon and Big Lake, which are additional shipping points in the Coast group 
covered by this tariff. 

The applicant sets out the points to which his shipments move from Bellingham. 
For comparative purposes there have been included in Table “A” the rates, both 
through and the sum of the locals, not only from Bellingham but also from the other 
shipping points mentioned in the opinion of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 


Bellingham | Lyndon Clear Lake Everett Monahan Big Lake 
Bae: saat ee 
_ From bo “4 0 poke Bs ole te “orn | 25 53 | Bg ‘Sa 
ee |es|e22)8s|2e}88|2e |} 8818s) s88)] 2s] 8 
ie eas geet crash chia Wcaee thet fm mc red 
se n = wD Se = Te iS: nN rule lates: 
i Ee Ae ae Ce al | 
To 
Stottlerntes.” g..82kns. 45 433 45 43 45 | 44 45 47 | 45 475 45 445 
Gaerne tin hares. 45 435 45 43 45 44 45 7 45 473 15 445 
Macklin ts. 4 fe ae 45 433 45 43 45 44 45 47 45 47% 45 | 445 
Haraistiyees. see kts 44 433 44 43 44 44 44 47 44 47% 44 445 
Naskatoone.s. sees oo. 45 433 45 43 45 | 44 45 47 45 474 45 49 
Nikeoune Soc ce cls 48 435 | 48 43 48 | 44 48 7 48 473 | 48 445 
Colonsayee. nee ‘ 48 433 48 43 48 | 44 48 47 48 473 48 445 
Onsager. Mepham 44 433 44 43 44 44 44 47 44 473 44 | 455 
Kandahart?.: 4.0.4 0. 51 454 | 51 | 45 5lL | 46 51 49 51 495] 51 | 463 
iVWivmvandee k ete 5] 455-51 45 51 46 ait 49 | ol 493 51 465 
! } 


From the Coast group, the rates quoted are grouped to points between Laggan and 
Fort William. There are two broad groups which have respectively 40 cents and 45 
cent rates. The 40 cent group begins at Laggan, 498 miles east of Sumas, and 
extends east thereof to Winnipeg, 954 miles. The 45-cent rate group extends to Fort 
William. On the Canadian Pacific, some 430 destination points are included in the 
40-cent group, while in the 45-cent group there are some 149. In addition, there are 
modified group rates built up by adding arbitraries to either the 40-cent or 45-cent 
rate. ‘These group rates so built up cover some 109 destination points which will be 
referred to later. 

In the opinion of the Interstate Commerce Commission already referred to, the 
following information is set out as to points of origin in the Coast group, distance 
from Sumas and local ratte thereto :— 


Rate per Distance in 
From. 100 pounds. miles. 
J UELLINESSG ART? Balk MATS a a 3k cents, 23 
_ Lyndon, Wash.. .. .. ; er 3 c 12 
Clear Take... is ws 4 : 43 
Everett, Wash... ..... i i 96 
Monahon, Wash... ...... 74 ‘ 116 
pie bake. 6... 3. : 44 49 


20c—20 
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Sumas is located on the international boundary. The Vancouver lumber rate 
applying on shipments eastward to points in the Canadian Northwest, applies from 
Sumas; and it is this rate which is spoken of in the complainit as the local. 

While, as has been indicated, there are two large rate groups, there are, in addi- 
tion, minor groups, with rates attaching thereto. The 697 points of destination on 
the Canadian Pacific are covered by nineteen rates. In table “B” which follows, 
a representative point is given for each rate as well as information concerning the 
relation of the through rates and the sum of the locals. 


TABLE Ee. 


Bellingham | Lyndon Clear Lake Everett Monahon | Big Lake. 
From ———$ — —_ | —_——_. —_ | ____ __ ———_—— —|—__—__ —— 
Rate | Sum | Rate { Sum | Rate | Sum | Rate {| Sum | Rate | Sum | Rate | Sum 
charg-| of |charg-| of |charg-| of |charg-| of |charg-| of |charg-| of 
ed. jlocals.| ed. |locals.| ed. |locals.| ed. |locals.| ed. |locals.| ed. |locals. 
To 
Regina, ce. crores Sate 40 433 | 40 43 40 44 40 47 40 47 40 44 
Hdmontons--. 2-55... 41 434 | 41 43 41 44 41 47 41 47 41 44} 
PORWREG dee arin, mes xs 42 434 | 42 43 42 44 42 47 42 47 42 44 
OMI oe as he Sota 43 | 43h | 48] 48- | 48 | 44 | 43°) 47 0) 49 [0747 43 | 44 
Wellwood s.58o..c5 ees 434 $5) 43% | 45 433 | 46 434 | 49 434 | 49 434 | 46 
VAWOGUY ori nina ss 46's 44 434 | 44 43 44 44 44 47 44 47 44 44 
Rapid Clty rn . cee 444 | 473 444 | 47 444 | 48 444 | 51 444 | 51 444 | 483 
saskatoon .<:....0.s2 45 434 45 43 45 44 45 47 45 47 45 44h 
DN her sees gees 45% | 47: 454 | 47 454 | 48 454 | 51 454 | 51 4534 | 483 
Parperials, Sy uct ty ots 46 434 | 46 43 46 44 46 47 46 47 46 44 
Minnedosas, «i .47 s<0<s 464 | 474 | 464 | 47 464 | 48 464 | 51 463 | 51 463 | 48 
ONEVIOb ics ose nenae. 47 a 47 | 43 | 47 | 44 | 47 | 47 | 47 | 47h] 47 | 44 
Newdale....... ...... 374 | 484 | 474 | 48 | 4731 49 | 474] 51 | 473] 514] 474) 49 
Colonsay .......,..... 48 434 | 48 43 48 44 48 47 48 47 48 44 
Paste Dies ty ae 484 | 484 | 483 | 48 | 484 | 49 | 484 | 52 | 48h | 52h | 48h] 4 
IRMeseliacas sc Peau. ee 49 48 49 48 49 49 49 52 49 52 49 49! 
Bredenbury.......... 495 | 4741 494 | 47 | 49h | 48 | 494] 51 | 494] 514 | 494] 4 
BEPC UG sie stories ones 4 50 474 | 50 47 | 50 48 50 51 50 51 50 48 
BIORUGIA ee hate sooner 51 453 | 51 45 51 46 51 49 51 494 | 51 46 


The relative importance of the different group rates in respect of the destination 
points they cover is set out in the following summary of the situation on the Canadian 
Pacifie lines :— 


Points. 

AQ UCONE TALC 5) ne kek dies Loe) aoa, bid) tyler else Seton Nan emt anes ra Meaty eon 430 
Al s eer AE ce eo ch DOL De Cote Oo oe i BL 
42 “ 10 
43 og Mud 2 14 
433 “ r 4 
44 es 3 os 11 
444 “oe 4 
45 = 149 
453 “ee 4 
46 as . +r 
464 “e . 1 
47 at ee oi 9 
A4ATh oe 1 
48 : 5 13 
484 “ : 4 
49 a : 7 
| : 2 
50 o 4 
2. ; ; 12 
rece emt 


697 
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The board is asked to direct the through rates from the point of origin in the 
United States should not exceed the sum of the locals. While in particular cases, on 
particular facts, the board has given direction as to rates from points in the United 
States, it has in so-doing recognized that its jurisdiction did not extend over the lines 
located within the United States; and that its direction was a direction to the line or 
lines subject to its jurisdiction. It has specifically stated its lack of jurisdiction over 
the lines located in the United States—Continental Oil Co. et al. v. C.P.R. Co. et al., 
18 Can. Ry. Cas. 161. 

While the board has stated that a joint rate in excess of the sum of the locals 
is prima facie unreasonable, in re Joint Freight and Passenger Tariffs, 10 Can. 
Ry. Cos. 348, it follows from what has been stated that its jurisdiction as to such 
a situation is a jurisdiction over lines situated within its jurisdiction. 

In the correspondence on file, the Canadian Pacific stated that it took up with 
the Northern Pacific and the Bellingham Bay and British Columbia Railway Com- 
pany the question of reducing the through rates from Bellingham via Sumas, so that 

-i1ts through rates would not exceed the sum of the locals. It states, however, that it 
has not received any assent to this change so far as the American Railways are con- 
cerned, and that no reduction has been made, 

Table “A” which sets out the applicant’s contention, shows that with few 
exceptions he is paying a through rate in excess of the sum of the locals. But it so 
happens, as a result of the points to which the shipments are made, that there is an 
exceptional proportion of points included to which the through rates are in excess of 
the locals. He quotes 10 points of destination, but these may be grouped under four 
rates as follows: 44-cent rate, 2 points; 45-cent rate, 4 points; 48-cent rate, 2 points: 
and 51-cent rate, 2 points. While the 44, 48 and 51-cent points are concerned with 
5 per cent of the points covered by the tariff, so far as the Canadian Pacific is con- 
cerned, they deal with three-fourths of the points covered by the present application. 
The 45-cent rate covers an important group including 20 per cent of the points of 
destination covered by the tariff. But while when the six shipping points in Washing- 
ton are considered, it will be found that 34 per cent of the rate combinations show 
through rates less than the sum of the locals, in the present case the shipments are 
to points where this does not apply. It thus happens that in the present instance if 
one example each is taken of the 44-45-48-, and 51-cent rates, the sum of the locals is 
less than the through rate on the Bellingham movement. While considering all six 
shipping points from Washington, it appears that there are seventeen cases in which 
the through rate is greater than, one where it is equal to, and six where it is less 
than, the sum of the locals. 

It is within the jurisdiction of the board to direct that a Canadian railway 
should not, as its division of a through rate, exceed its local. While the Sumas rate 
is spoken of as a local, it should be pointed out that it is in reality the through rate 
from Vancouver which has been worked out in connection with the shipment of 
lumber to grouped points in the Canadian Northwest. Sumas is not a saw-milling 
point, but since the movement from British Columbia is one from grouped points it 
has happened that Sumas is included. Im strictness, the rate spoken of as a local 
is a through rate under a group rating system, which is concerned with the move- 
ment from grouped points in British Columbia to grouped points east of Laggan. 

If the board were concerned simply with a movement from Bellingham via Sumas, 
it might, notwithstanding the nature of the Vancouver rate which is applied to 
Sumas, be justified in directing the rearrangement asked for. But the matter must 
be looked at in a wider way. While the initial groups in Washington are outside the 
board’s jurisdiction it has jurisdiction as to the consuming groups in Wanada, an@ 
must take cognizance of how the rate situation affects them. 


20c—20 4 
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Fucther analysis of what is set out in tabular form shows that taking a movement 
from Bellingham at each of the rates as set out in table “B” nine rates are lower than, 
one equal to, and nine higher than, the sum of the locals. But it appears, however, that 
while this situation exists as to Bellingham, which has a short haul on an American 
line, in the ease of the other points of origin, as the length of the haul on the Ameri- - 
ean line increases the number of cases where the sum of the locals is in excess of the 
through rate also increases. It is further to be noted that none of the shipments from 
Bellingham, as set out in the complaint, are to 40-cent rate points. This, which is a 
main line group, covers 63 per cent of the terminal points. In all the 40-cent rate 
points, the through rate is less than the sum of the locals. It does not appear proper to 
look at the situation from the standpoint of Bellingham alone. 

Tf the board made an order that on a. movement from Bellingham the Canadian 
Vacifie should not, as its division of the through rate, exceed its local from Sumas, it 
does not appear what reason there would be for not making a similar order as to the 
movements from other points. On the movement from a large number of points, the 
through rate is now-less than the sum of the locals; but if the direction is given that - 
the local is the proper measure of reasonableness of a division of a through rate as 
afiecting one portion of the group, would not the same rule apply in the other cases 
where in the working out of the group principle a division lower than the local accrues 
lo the railway? Otherwise it would mean that under a group arrangement, every point 
which has an advantage in point of distance should be taken out of the group and put 
uit a distance basis. 

On the basis of the figures presented in table “B” there may be a movement from 
any one of the six points of origin therein set out to any one of the 697 points of desti- 
nation; that is to say, at the rates quoted, 4182 such movements are possible. Further, 
there has been set out the number of points of destination covered by each rate quoted. 
Tf, then, this detail is checked, it will be found that to apply the sum of the locals as the 
measure of what is reasonable as to through rates would in 8 per cent of the possible 
movements result in advancing the rate. 

The situation presents some anomalies. But if one looks at the matter from the 
standpoint of distance, anomalies are inseparable from any group arrangement. The 
question that has to be asked is whether, from the standpoint of the marketing of the 
product, the anomalies are not unreasonable. A group rate arrangement endeavours to 
average distance and public convenience. If each point of a group is to be singled out 
for special treatment on a mileage basis, then the group disappears and the points with 
the shortest mileage get an advantage in marketing. But it has been recognized that 
in the case of bulky articles of general demand, it is in the public interest to equalize, 
within reasonable limits, distance so that there may be as large a supply as possible in 
the consuming market. Grouping in this case is concerned with the handling of lum- 
ber from common sources of supply for sale in a widely extended market. The initial 
portion of the group arrangement is outside of Canada. The rate from the time the 
product enters Canada is part of the grouping arrangement under which the lumber is 
handled to points east of Laggan. The rate must be looked at from this standpoint, 
not from that of mere distance. - 

\.ooking at the matter in so far as the record is before us, it appears that while in 
sone cases there are through rates in excess of the locals, in moré than three-fourths of 
the possible rate movements the contrary holds good. A rearrangement as to one por- 
tion of a group leads to rearrangements at other portions. The board cannot lightly 
inter\wre with a grouping arrangement simply on a presentation as to one portion of 
the arsangement. 


Upon full consideration of the subject, it does not appear justifiable to make the 
direction asked for. 


Assistunt Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 
February 17, 1914. i 


- 
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RE EXPRESS RATES. 


Chief Commissioner Drayron: Last autumn, under the provision of the Railway 
Act authorizing the board of its own motion to inquire into, hear, and determine any 
matter which under the Act it might inquire into, hear and determine upon application 
or complaint, I took up the question of express rates with the traffic department of the 
board. After a somewhat lengthy scrutiny it became apparent that data to which no 
exception could be taken indicated at least a prima facie case for a reduction of 
charges, and that question has been taken up with the Canadian Express Company, the 
Dominion Express Company, and the Canadian Northern Express Company, these 
companies doing practically the express business of the country. 


The companies have, from time to time, made their representation, and have given 
every opportunity to show cause why reductions should not be made, and a general 
review having been made of the express situation, the question is now ripe for action 


by the board. 


So far as the Canadian Express Company is concerned, which company carries 
on the bulk—in fact pratically all—of its transactions in the east its President states 
that, owing to reductions in rates made by the board, either directly or indirectly, eg., 
the compelling of greater service as a consequence of the extension of free collection 
and delivery zones, at many points, and increased expenses, net earnings are too low, 
and that if expenses go on increasing, the continued financial success of the Company 
is more or less doubtful. While it is true that expenses have materially increased and 
the ratio of earnings been considerably reduced, I look upon its condition as satisfactory, 
and think that a sufficient return is netted on its enterprise. 


In view of the fact that this company’s operations are practically confined to the 
east, it is of interest to follow up the result of the board’s judgment with the increased 
service and expenses the company complains of. 

I propose to accept unreservedly the findings of the Board in the previous investi- 
gation, which. have been checked from every conceivable standpoint, and were the 
results of a very complete and thorough investigation extending over a period of some 
three years. 


These findings, so far as the Canadian Express Company is concerned, show, that 
for a period of seven years, that is from 1902 to 1908, the company’s gross revenue 
showed an average of $1,655,024, and that the average net earnings during the same 
period amounted to $218,262 or 18-1 per cent on the gross revenue, which amounted 
in all to $11,655,971. During this period the revenue increased from $1,314,400, in 
1902 to $1,909,024 in 1908. 

The company’s revenue, as shown by its last returns for the year ended June 30, 
1912, amounted to $3,065,424.80. It returns as its balance for the year’s operations 
$188,970.11, which is paid over to the Grand Trunk Railway Company, its owner, and 
which represents a het profit. Had no reduction been made, and if the company’s rates, 
expenses and practices had been as they were in 1908, the company’s balance, instead 
of this sum, would have amounted to $401,570.64 showing that upon the increased 
business the result has been a decrease in net profit from the former standard of 
$212,600.53. 

As the board, by its judgment in the general inquiry accepted as reasonable, sub- 
ject to exceptions hereafter to be noted, the existing predominating scale of charges 
in use in Eastern Canada, I was unable to understand the great falling-off of profits 
shown by the company’s statement of 1912, and requisitioned, for the purpose of ee 
taining the necessary details of the business to check the statement, the last complete 
monthly analysis made by the company’s general auditor. From it, 1t appears that the 
company’s lessened profits are the result of increased expenses to a far greater extent 
than to reduced rates. I find, for example, that, for the period from January 1, 1912, 
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to November 30, 1912, compared with the like period for the year 1911, the cost of 
Superintendents and route agents increased from $36,466 to $43,683.83, or 19-8 per 
cent. 

Offices maintained by salary increased from $220,227.81 to $282,378.80, an increase 
of 28-2 per cent. 

The wages of wagon drivers and helpers increased from $109,048.08 to $140,008.90, 
an increase of 28-4 per cent. 

Office supplies and expenses increased from $22,343.68 to $39,285.48, an increase 
of 75-8 per cent. 

Rent of local offices increased from $30,811.16 to $36,007.98, an increase of 16-8 
per cent. 

The cost of stable employees increased from $8,191.50 to $11,736.83, an increase of 
43.2 per cent. 

Stable expenses increased from $69,677.38 to $98,417.94, an increase of 41-2 per 
cent. 

Messengers and supplies increased from $113,776.83 to $148,183.38, an increase of 
25-8 per cent. ; 

Transfer point salaries were increased from $24,424.20 to $29,274.13, an increase 
of 19-8 per cent. 

Stationery and printing expenses increased from $24,470.02 to $35,731.60, an 
increase of 46 per cent. 

Money paid for loss and damage increased from $26,086.43 to $40,038.73, an 
increase of 53-5 per cent. 

Coming to the executive and head office; no increase has been made in the salaries 
of the general officers, an economy having been made here in the small sum of $277.76. 

The wages of clerks, however, have been increased by $9,859.38; to-day’s clerical 
wage being $43,562.43 as against $33,703.05 in 1911. 

During the same period of time there was, of course, an increase in the total 
receipts. The gross receipts rising from $2,582,208.97 to $2,999,439.10, an increase of 
16-1 per cent. 

No increased proportion was paid to the railway company for express privileges, 
another manner in which the account could have been unduly influenced; but, as a 
matter of fact, the percentage of increase is somewhat lower, the payment of $1,271,- 
072.41 rising to $1,415,638.60, an increase of 11-3 per cent, a smaller percentage than 
the gain in gross receipts. The result is to allow a different percentage in growth on 
the total operating revenue, which was for this eleventh month period in 1911, $1,311,- 
136.56, and in 1912, $1,583,800.50 an increase of 20-7 per cent. 

The total expenses chargeable to operating revenue for the eleven month period 
amounted to $1,080,810.46 in 1911, and $1,368,223.36 in 1912, an increase on the whole 
of 26-6 per cent. 

The result of it all is to show that the company’s net profit is further decreasing, 
the increased expenses amounting to $287,412.90, as against an increase in operating 
revenue of $272,633.94, to which must be added $1,607.30 for increase in taxation. 

Some particular items of increase. in the account do not have any particular signi- 
ficance, and may be, and probably are, peculiar to the year; but in the summation of 
the whole, it is significant that, with an addition of $272,663.94 of new business there 
is not a net decrease in profits of $16,356.26. 

The details of the company’s business, therefore, seem entirely to corroborate its 
official return. 

So far as the reduction in rates are concerned, while no general reduction has 
taken place in Eastern Canada, some were brought about in particular cases by orders 
which I find have been made by the board in addition to the carrying into effect of its 
general judgment. The Express Freight Classification was revised, and its rules and 
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regulations were greatly simplified in the interests of the shipper. The table of so- 
called “ graduated ” charges for shipments of less than 100 pounds, was extended so 
as to provide specific charges for such shipments under certain head-line rates of the 
general merchandise tariff previously omitted, and for the omitted 6-, 8-, and 9-pound 
shipments; the former custom being to charge under the next higher rate, or for the 
next greater weight. For example: Merchandise rates of $5.25, $5.50, and $5.75 per 
100 pounds were added, so that all small shipments so entitled have now their appro- 
priate charges under these rates, instead of under $6 as formerly. 

The board also prescribed a new form of shipping receipt which extended the 
liability of the companies by eliminating the qualification of “owner’s risk,” which 
was contained in the former classification. This change probably accounts, in some 
measure at least, for the increase of 53-5 per cent in sums paid by the Canadian Express 
Company to shippers for loss and damage in transit, and in like measure is an index 
of the advantage to the shipper of the elimination from the classification of the provi- 
sions limiting the companies’ liability in respect of loss and damage claims. 

The board also, on the 21st day of August, 1911, reduced the cream rates in East- 
ern Ontario. 

On the 10th day of January, 1912, the winter rates to Prince Edward Island from 
points in Ontario, Quebec, New Brunswick and Nova Scotia were reduced, the reduc- 
tions ranging from 25 to 50 cents per 100 pounds. 

The board on the 8th day of November, 1911, ordered the application of a single 
“ oraduate”’ charge on traffic moving over the lines of two or more express Companies, 
the effect of the order being to give a considerable reduction to the shipper. For 
example: a package of 20 pounds over two express lines, is now charged from New 
Glasgow to Mattawa, $1.30 instead of $1.60 from Grand Mére to Port Dover, 90 
cents instead of $1.05. 

The board also, on the 2nd day of March, 1912, made a material reduction in the 
rates on daily newspapers. 

On the other hand, certain increases resulted from the board’s judgment. For 
example: the carriage of empties of a certain character free by the express companies, 
while others were charged varying rates, amounted to discrimination. The charges 
are now uniform for all empties and by weight, they are lower than some of the rates 
which, for certain classes of empties, had formerly been charged; but, of course, con- 
stitute an increase in so far as that class of empties is concerned that were formerly 
carried free. The companies, however, which formerly were at no responsibility for 
empties, became liable for them as in the case of any other shipments. 

A further advance was caused by the establishment of the so-called measurement 
rule for the purpose of insuring to the companies a reasonable revenue on light and 
bulky goods, forwarded generally by millinery shippers after a full discussion in which 
the millinery shippers were represented. 

Another advance resulted from the elimination of schedule “KE” of the classifica- 
tion, which provided rates on large and continuous shipments by manufacturers, and 
which was considered by the board to constitute a discrimination against the small 
shippers. 

Tn addition to these orders, the board has, from time to time, enlarged the free 
collection and delivery limits at different points, which necessarily results in additional 
equipment and expense to the companies. 

The result of it all, in my view, is that, while there has been no general reduction 
in Eastern Canada, reductions have been made through a more generous classification 
and “ graduate” scale, increased carrying liability on the express companies, the 
specific reductions noted, and extension of free collection and delivery limits, which 
by increasing the service is equivalent to a reduction in the rate. The effect of these 
changed conditions could not be estimated in any manner, and can be approximately 
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reflected only by the subsequent results obtained by the companies. In my opinion, 
however, such reductions are perhaps not sufficient to have been appreciated by the 
average shipper using the express facility. 

My difficulty in making any order directing a reduction to-day is entirely owing 
to changed conditions resulting, as pointed out, from a somewhat extended and bettered 
service, but much more largely owing to the increased cost of carrying on the business; 
and also to the statement made by the Honorable the Postmaster General of his 
intention to institute a parcels post system in Canada, to which a more extended 
reference is hereafter made. 

The net results to the Canadian Express Company, that I take as a fair illustra- 
tion of express conditions in Kastern Canada, shows that from a net return on the 
gross revenue of 13-1 per cent, as ascertained by the Board in its former investigation, 
the net return on a much larger turnover to-day has dropped to 6-09 per cent. I do 
not say that this much smaller figure is to be looked upon or adopted by the board as 
only a reasonable compensation, but I hesitate to make any drastic order applying to 
Eastern Canada in the face of this increasing ratio of expense, and the proposed intro- 
duction of the parcels post. 

The full effect of the board’s orders cannot be properly estimated by the actual 
results, and the matter of rates in Nastern Canada generally, I think, should stand 
until the board has had the opportunity of seeing exactly the effect upon the express 
business. Overcharges from time to time take place, and specific complaints based on 
different grounds will undoubtedly arise that may require an immediate action. These 
can be dealt with as occasion requires, a course contemplated in the former judgment 
being as follows :— 

“Certain rates are asked for upon various commodities from different 
points, but these are not dealt with, as it is considered that the better course 
to pursue is to await the general revision and re-alignment that must 
follow these findings, when, if a more satisfactory situation is not brought 
about, complaints which have not been dealt with categorically, or solved in the 
general result, will be further considered.” 


A very different aspect is presented by the express business in the west. 

The Canadian Northern Express Company carries on its business almost entirely 
in the prairie provinces, the figures supplied by Mr. Hanna of last year’s operations, 
showing that, out of gross earnings of $778,643.28, only $93,466.42 is represented by 
business east of Port Arthur. 

In 1908, Mr. Justice Mabee found that during the seven-year period, the net earn- 
ings of the company were 25-5 per cent on gross revenue, It is to be observed, how- 
ever, that on the business of the company of 1908, which forms part of the seven-year 
period, while the gross receipts amounted in that year to $336,708, the net earnings 
were returned as $57,432, which would amount only to 17-057 per cent, showing for 
that year, at least, a reduction of some 8} per cent. 

The company’s return to the Government for the year ending June 80, 1912, shows 
that, on the business above stated, namely $778,642.28, a balance is carried forward as 
profits of $192,676.99, a return to the Company on its operations at the rate of 24:745 
per cent. It is true that Mr. Hanna disputes the accuracy of these figures in that the 
railway company made no charge for officers, stations and platform spaces, ete., but 
the company’s custom seems to have been exactly the same when its returns were 
under the board’s scrutiny upon the last investigation. 

It is to be noted that the board in its previous judgment, in the ease of the 
Dominion Express company, found that during the seven-year period under review 
5-6 per cent of the gross revenue was charged for station accommodation. As a matter 
of book-keeping it would be fair to make some allowance. I do not think, however, 
that it is necessary to go into the matter at length, and merely refer to it for the 
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purpose of showing that, in this regard, the figures supplied by the Canadian Northern 
Express Company, are, as contended by it, not accurate. This practice was common 
during both periods, and, therefore, comparison can be properly made disregarding it 
altogether. 

While for the purpose of comparison a close adjustment of the account need not 
be made, the statement, if complied on the usual basis of a charge of 50 per cent gross 
by the railway company, and as charged by the Intercolonial, would be as follows :— 


SLOTS SOSTISN. GaN Bile rN ON A ge i ae a EE rr (91-71) =) 
Re Dye ek oS in die o Ui lal eh wach ee 1 O8O.BOL dA 
Os ee VOV EMM Geer in vr gil eis Ks te ge on oF me POO BAT, 1A 
et ee ese e Se res Nee ad sad td Ad wee ce sie led DUG AIT OF 


$112,910 07 
EIS ES ote te RS RE EA li eC A 6,897 61 


$106,012 46 


The statement, even as amended, makes an extraordinary good return on a busi- 
ness of $776,642.28, as compared with earnings of $188,970.11, on a business of 
$3,065,424.80 for the same period, of the Canadian Express Company. 

The Dominion Express Company also obtains more of its earnings in the west, 
although it does 'a considerably larger business in the east than the Canadian Northern 
Express Company. For the period under review in the last inquiry, it was shown that 
the company’s gross receipts amounted to $21,475,694, increasing from $1,529,198, in 
1901, to $3,748,560 in 1908; and that during this period the net earnings amounted to 
16.9 per cent on this revenue. The company’s gross revenue from all sources, including 
its financial branch and transatlantic traffic, for the year ending June 30, 1912, as 
returned to the Department, shows $6,180,955, with a net revenue to the company of 
$642,898.94, available for property renewals, which are placed in the report at $80,000, 
dividends and like charges. The result, in this instance, is to show a reduction in the 
percentage of profit; which, however, is still much greater than that obtained in the 
eastern territory by the Canadian Express Company. 

In my view, it is not necessary to pursue this question to a finality. The broad 
results as outlined are, I think, entirely sufficient. 

There has always been a difference in the scale of charges between the eastern 
part of Canada and the West. Mr. Justice Mabee’s judgment provides that the 
basis of the scale for Eastern Canada shall not exceed $3, for the Prairie section $5, 
and for the Mountain section $6 per 100 pounds, for 900-1,000 mile group. 

The companies claim that the cost of doing business in the west is greater, and 
the density of traffic less than in the east. The actual results of operation would 
seem to show that undue effect has been given to these considerations and to demand 
a readjustment. : 

However economic conditions presented by other aspects of the railway situation 
—in view of water competition and the like—may control the board’s action, it is 
obvious that such considerations can apply to an express service with but little force. 
The express service is entirely different from that of freight. The basis of rates, as 
well as the demands of the public, stand upon a different footing. Water competi- 
tion certainly cannot be said to influence in any way a service, the essential of which 
is speed; nor is the express service influenced in nearly the same degree by the ques- 
tion of competitive points. In my view, the express rates charged by the different 
companies in the prairie provinces and British Columbia are unreasonable. While 
it was hoped that the directions contained in the board’s general judgment would 
naturally improve the situation, the result shows that no appreciable reduction seems 
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to have been secured. Reductions that have been made, and they are many, as 
shown by the companies’ tariffs are reductions which but little affect the manner in 
which the bulk of the traffic is moving; or are, perhaps, compensated by additions 
which have been made to the rates, presumably in the levelling process, in establish- 
ing a mileage basis of standard rates as provided by the judgment. 

I do not think that the former judgment of the board as to the minimum charge 
should be interfered with. A charge of 25 cents, with the duty of free collection, as 
well as free delivery, at a large number of points, should not, at the present time, be 
disturbed; but I am of the opinion that an approximately average reduction of 20 per 
cent should be made by the companies in the standard maximum tariffs for traffic 
classified as “merchandise,” to apply only to the Prairie Provinces and British 
Columbia, the appropriate charges of the “graduate” scale, as revised by the board, 
and those of scales “M” and “K” (food stuffs, ale, beer, mineral waters, etc.) 
to apply to the rates so reduced. 

Both Mr. Hanna of the Canadian Northern and Mr. Stout of the Dominion 
Express urged very strongly that the proposal of a 20 per cent reduction was entirely 
too radical, not called for by the returns and conditions of business; and unduly 
oppressive on their companies. In my view, no smaller reduction should be consid- 
ered. The express business is a matter of railway operation in this country; and the 
capitalizations and bonded indebtedness of the different express companies have been 
created under such circumstances as to require no consideration in striking a rate. 
I can add nothing useful to what the late Chief Commissioner, under this head, said in 
his exhaustive judgment. The test of the rate is largely its reasonableness in view 
of the service supplied, and in directing the reduction now made by this judgment, 
the board, I think, would be but adopting a rate basis, at the present time, and in the 
light of the different aspects of revenue and operation now presented, certainly as 
reasonable from the standpoint of the carrier as from that of the shipper. 

It should be borne in mind that the effect of any reduction on gross receipts 
produces very much greater results on net returns. For example, the receipts from 
all sources of the Dominion Express Co., amounting to $6,180,956, and resulting in a 
net revenue of $643,886.94 shows that out of each dollar earned that company has to 
spend 89.6 cents, leaving a profit of 10.4 cents resulting from each dollar’s worth of 
business done. With expenses at such a large ratio it is plain that any reduction 
that would be made must appear small to the occasional shipper of the smaller parcels, 

It is impossible to determine with exactness the effect that the reduction will 
make on the earnings of the express companies, the reduction varying with the weight 
of the different parcels sent day by day, and the distance that they are carried. The 
task of checking the business for the whole year, parcel by parcel, is almost impossible. 
Figures, however, have been taken out showing the actual transaction for one day 
(September 18) which were thought to be characteristic of the general run of busi- 
ness, or unaccompanied, perhaps, by any special movement or circumstance, 

The results show that the Dominion Ixpress Company received on shipments 
from points between Sudbury, Canmore, and Crowsnest to points in the same 
section (the Prairie section) $4,337.43, on shipments from points between Canmore, 
Crowsnest, and Vancouver to points in the same section (the Mountain section) 
$844.90, on shipments from points in the Prairie Section to points in the Mountain 
Section, $500.61, and on shipments from points in the Mountain Section to points in 
the Prairie section, $184.12, making a total for the day of $5,937.06. Taking 313 
working days as constituting the business year, the business in the territory in which 
the reduction is now ordered, would, on this basis, amount to $1,852,362.72, a direct 
reduction of twenty per cent on the charges based on this gross sum would amount 
to $370,473. Applying a reduction of 20 per cent on the standard maximum tariffs 
for traffic classified as “ merchandise”, and the tolls of the “ graduate” table and 
scales “M” and “K” appropriate to the “merchandise” rates so reduced, and 
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worked out on each shipment of the particular day whose business was analyzed, the 
decrease effected amounts to $227,317. These figures are merely illustrative and will 
vary in proportion with the ratio that the business of September 18, is above or below 
the general average, and whether shipments of that day were of an average character 
and profit. The company, however, cannot object to their use, that day, in the 
opinion of its president, being unaccompanied with any special movement or circum- 
stance, and the figures were, in the first instance, prepared by the company’s officials, 
and then checked by Mr. Hardwell, the board’s chief traffic expert. 

Subject to these qualifications, the result on the business for the year 1912 is that 
the balance of the company’s earnings from all sources in Eastern Canada, as well 
as in the West, amounting to $642,888.94, would be reduced to $415,571.94, a reduction 
of 35.36 per cent. If applied to the profits resulting from the western business alone, 
the percentage of reduction in profits would be much larger. It is, also, but fair to 
say that the figures do not include reductions that will follow as a result of this judg- 
ment on through shipments from points in Eastern Canada to points in Western 
Canada, and vice versa, reductions in which the east is interested as well as the 
west. 

The operation of the parcel post will have a direct effect on the earnings of the 
express companies over the whole country. That post will probably handle parcels of 
eleven pounds weight and under. A comparatively large part of the merchandise 
trattic of the express companies consists of parcels of such a character. } have not a 
return showing the complete business of any of the companies giving the traftic in 
such parcels, none of them keeping such data. Taking, however, September 18 as an 
example, the receipts of the Dominion Express Company for the carriage of parcels 
of 11 pounds or under, amounted to $1,564.18 out of a total of $5,937.06 on business 
originating in and consigned to points in Western Canada, or for the year, $488,024.16, 
out of $1,852,362.72. 

The figures given by counsel for the express companies in the rehearing of the 
Express Companies Rates Case before the Interstate Commerce Commission may be 
referred to as more or less accurately showing the effect of the parcels post system on 
express companies. Figures were given showing the business of five of the large 
American companies for January and February, 1912, contrasting the business of those 
months with the corresponding months of 1918 when the parcels post system was 
in operation. These figures show a percentage of decrease in the revenue the com- 
panies derived from parcels of 11 pounds weight and under of 16.56 per cent for 
January, and 25-37 per cent for February. The companies apparently claim that the 
parcels post business is increasing, and that its increase, as shown by the February 
returns, more nearly approaches what the total loss to the express companies will be. 

If I am to assume for the moment the correctness of these figures.as applied in 
their proper ratios to the Canadian business the result of the adoption of the parcels 
post will entail a reduction over the whole country, of something like 43 per cent on 
the total merchandise earnings of the express companies. 

It is impossible, at the present time, to estimate the effect of parcels post in Can- 
ada. The difference of conditions in Canada may produce either greater or less losses 
to-the business of the express companies. Reference is made to them merely to show 
the impossibility of now making any close analysis for future rates with a new factor, 
the result of which is unknown. The figures of the American companies, however, 
seem to justify the express companies in the fear that the adoption of the system in 
Canada will work a serious loss to them. Until this unknown quantity 1s ascertained, 
the results of the express companies’ business and figures before me would not justify 
any further reduction than that now ordered. 

In order to work out the base rate reduction of 20 per cent to a finality, 
some thirty-five or more new columns of rates would have to be added 
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to the “graduate” scale. This would make the scale inconvenient for the 
rapid reference more or less inseparable from the express business, and 
would lend itself to inaccuracies. The exact result on the companies’ 
revenue would also be difficult to determine. On the other hand, the system 
of charging for small parcels under the next higher per 100 pounds “ merchandise ” 
rate, when the “graduate” scale does not provide the appropriate charge, has its objec- 
tions. I had hope to prescribe complete new schedule, which, while making a fair 
allowance for the constant cost of handling all shipments, no matter what their weight, 
would more fairly distribute the cost as between small and large shipments, but this 
I find at present difficult to do. Tariff-making is, after all, the business of the com- 
panies, and they have the further advantage of that intimate knowledge of their own 
conditions which regulating commissions lack. The companies are, therefore, required 
to submit new tariffs making a reduction of 20 per cent in the Prairie and Mountain 
sections from the present standard maximum tariffs on freight classified as “ mer- 
chandise ”, carrying with it the appropriate reduction in the “graduate” table scale 
“i” and “ M” and the special seale for single shipments of 500 pounds or over. I 
am advised by the board’s traffic expert that the preparations of the new tariffs will 
take some time, and the express companies must proceed without delay, so as to insure 
the publication and filing of the new tariffs so that they will come into force on or 
before the 15th day of July next. This allows a reasonable time for this work in Mr. 
Hardwell’s opinion. 

The board’s order will further provide that the basis of the standard maximum 
“merchandise ” tariffs shall not exceed $4 per 100 pounds in place of $5 for the Prairie 
section, and $4.75 per 100 pounds in place of $6 for the Mountain section for 900-1000 
mile group. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioners Mills, McLean and Good- 
eve concurred. 

Order in accordance with judgment issued. 

April 22, 1918. 

RE EXPRESS RATES. 


Complaint was made to the board by Mr. J. G. Simmie of McConnell, Man., that 
the Canadian Northern Express Company charged higher rates between McConnell 
and Winnipeg than those charged by the Dominion Express Company for similar or 
greater distances between Hamiota, Strathclair, and Winnipeg. 

The case was set down for the Winnipeg sittings, held November 11, 1912. _No 
one appeared for the complainant, but the matter was taken up with the Canadian 
Northern Express Company. It developed that the rates charged by the Canadian 
Northern Express Company were higher than those charged by the Dominion Express 
Company, although within the maximum rates prescribed by the judgment of the board 
in the general express inquiry. 

As the board was at the time considering the whole express situation, no judgment 
dealing with this particular matter was delivered. Asa result, however, of the board’s 
recent judgment, the discrimination will disappear. The new rates under the Express 
Judgment going into force the 15th J uly, 1918, giving a rate on butter and eggs on the 
Oanadian Northern of $1.20 per 100 pounds from the points in question, carrying with 
it the appropriate lower tolls of the “graduate” table for small shipments. 


RE RECONSIDERATION OF EXPRESS RATES ON CREAM AND TERMS AND CONDITIONS IN CONNECTION. 


Mr. Commissioner McLean: Under date of October 16, 1912, the applicant wrote 
stating that Mr. P. Pallesen of Calgary desired to protest against the terms of the boards 
order No. 17384. No particulars as to the points complained of were supplied in his 
letter and so the applicant was advised under date of October 21, that an application 
should be made out setting forth the reasons why a rehearing was asked. The matter 


————— 
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was at the same time set down for hearing at Calgary on November 25. On November 
12 a communication was received at Ottawa from the applicant setting out certain 
‘increased rates complained of. Under date of November 15 Mr. Pallesen was advised 
to send a copy of the complaint to Mr. W. H. Burr of the Dominion Express Company. 
On the same date a telegram was received from Mr. Burr asking for particulars of the 
complaint. When the sitting took place at Calgary it was found that the particulars 
had not been supplied to the express company. A direction was given at the hearing 
that the applicants should supply to the board a statement of the particulars as 
referred to at the hearing and that a copy should also be supplied by them to the - 
express company which was to send in its answer after the particulors had been 
considered by it. The particulars were supplied to the board; but no communication 
by way of answer having been received from the express company it developed in a 
letter from Mr. Riley, dated February 14th, 1913, in reply to a query of the board, that 
the direction as to supplying particulars to the express company had been overlooked. 

It not being feasible for the board to supply to the express company a complete 
copy of the detailed particulars which had been supplied to the board extracts, which 
the board deemed representative, were now made and forwarded to the express company 
for its comments which were duly received. 

This outline of the time necessary to get the parties to grips in regard to the 
matters at issue has been given because it is an elementary consideration that a state- 
ment of claim is the foundation of a complaint. No matter how simple and non- 
technical its wording may be—and the board has never allowed any technicality to 
defeat the hearing of a complaint—it is readily apparent that a simple statement of 
the case at issue should be supplied at the outset both to the board and to the railway 
or express company against which the complaint is directed. 

It is to state a commonplace, at times disregarded by applicants, when it is stated 
that to deal with complaint and decide it, the board must hear the other side. If the 
other side has no information as to what it has to meet then the plunging into the 
middle of things makes for delay, not for expedition. The board desires to proceed 
with expedition it cannot proceed by intuition. 

The reasons which led to the issuance of the Board’s orders 17384 and 17492 are 
fully set out in the judgment of the board in its decision of July 23, 1912, in the matter 
of the special local tariff of Dominion and Canadian Northern Express Companies 
applicable on cream between points in the provinces of Saskatchewan, Alberta, and 
Manitoba, and Ontario west of Port Arthur, on distances not exceeding.300 miles made 
effective on November 1, 1911, which was suspended by the board on October 27, 1911. 

The effect of the decision in question was to put in force west of Port Arthur 
up to the Western Boundary of Alberta the same rates on cream as had been put in 
force by the board east of Port Arthur. 

The statistical details furnished by the Carlyle Dairy Company of Calgary, the 
Edmonton City Dairy Company, Limited, of Edmonton, and the Central Creamery 
of Calgary, operated by Mr. P. Pallesen, give in the case of the Carlyle Dairy Com- 
pany a statement of the shipments in the period from January to October, 1912. This 
sets out the mileage for each- point, the charges under the present rates, and the 
charges under the old rates. Mr. Pallesen’s statement of particulars cover the ship- 
ments for one month only, viz., August, 1912. While giving the total number of cans 
shipped by days and the differences between the old and the new rates, it does not 
give the points of shipment or mileages. The statement supplied by the Edmonton 
City Dairy gives for the month of July, 1912, the shipments, points of shipment and 
the distances and comparison of the old and new rates. vert 

Tt is the increase in rates which is complained of. The board in its judgment 
already referred to, sets out the necessity for uniformity of rate as between “ sweet 
aud “sour” cream irrespective of use. What is said there is equally applicable here. 
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Mr. Prevey of the Edmonton City Dairy complains of the rates as being on a 
higher basis than in the east. He is in error here as the basis is the same. He com- 
plains also that the rates are higher than exist in the United States. The board has 
already dealt with this method of comparison in the decision already referred to and 
the course of reasoning applied there must apply here. Rates as arrived at in the 
United States are not criteria of reasonable rates in Canada unless the circumstances 
in both eases are on all fours. 


Re charge for returned empties. 


Mr. Prevey of the Edmonton Dairy stated that there was no advantage in this 
arrangement to the shipper because there was no redress where the returned empties 
were lost. He stated: 

“We would further object to the charge of five cents per can being levied 
against us for the return of empties as we claim we are not in any way bene- 
fited by this charge. In fact at the present time, we feel that we are placed to 
considerable expense on account of the imposing of this charge in addition to 
the charge. We are at present expected to fill in a prepaid slip indicating the 
number of cans and to whom shipped, and to the station shipped to. This 
requires several minutes work on our part before delivery of our cans to the 
station. At the station, we are required to deliver the cans much earlier, that 
is, we have to deliver them at the station in advance of the departing of the 
train from thirty minutes to one and a half hours in order to give the express 
messenger an opportunity of checking over these cans, but under the present 
system, we do not receive results for these cans, and if there are any cans lost, 
we are as helpless to receive compensation for same as under the old system, 
when we simply loaded all the cans into the express, and they were thrown off 
at the different stations.” 


However it would appear that the company does not dispute its liability for Mr. 
ee in his.letter of January 28, in commenting on this statement of Mr. Prevey 
said :— 

“Tt was stated by Mr. Prevey of Edmonton that no receipts were given for 
empty cans and that there was no redress in case cans were lost. Upon taking 
this matter up with our people in the west, I am advised that the shippers list 
the cans on prepay slips and the cans are checked and waybilled from those 
forms, which are signed by the Company’s agents and retained by the shippers, 
and as the shipments are waybilled there would be no difficulty at any time to 
trace any shipment that was claimed to have been lost. This practice seems 
to have been satisfactory to the shippers. 


Our Superintendent reports that no claims have been entered by Mr. 
Prevey In connection with lost cans. If there had been, they would have 
received prompt attention. No complaints had been received on this score up 


to the time it was mentioned at the hearing. Our Superintendent spoke to Mr. 
Prevey about it and he now appears to be satisfied.” 


In the rate computations to be referred to shortly the charge of 5 cents per 
returned empty is included in the computation as an increase of the rate. The 
question of returned empties was gone into in the judgment in the General Express 
Investigation, and the reasons for authorizing a charge for returned empties will be 
found set out at page 58 thereof. The charge for the returned empty is a charge for 


a service distinct from that of handling the incoming package and the existence of 
this charge is justifiable. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 319 
SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 
Increased Rates. 


The statement as to the increased burden under the new rates as compared with 
the old rates is set out in the following tabular summary :— 


Dairy. New Rates. Old Rates. Period. 
Garlylere vege fcc isvens ves. $4033 45 $2,024 21 Jan-Oct., 1912 
Central Creamery... .. .. 821 25 467 79 August, 1912 
Edmonton City Dairy .. 3,834 92 2,716 29 July, 1912 


For purposes of further analysis there should for the reason already given be 
deducted from the amounts of the new rates the charge for returned empties. Then 
again consideration must be taken of the fact that whereas under the old tariff sweet 
cream had a higher rate than cream for butter making purposes, under the equaliza- 
tions of the tariff cognizance must be taken both of the increases in the rate of cream 
for butter making and the decreases on the sweet cream not so limited as to pur- 
pose. Mr. Carlyle in submitting his summary of increased rates says, “the old rate 
has been figured on sour cream basis. Sweet cream would not be more than 25 per 
cent of the total.” It may be noted in passing the express companies in Manitoba 
made calculations on the basis of 20 per cent sweet cream for domestic purposes and 
the balance for butter making. 

While cream is not carried by freight a comparison between the first-class rate 
and the express rate as charged has a bearing on the rates complained of. The 
express rate is on a basis of an 8-gallon can; Calgary rates being exclusive of cart- 
age, in the comparisons set out hereunder, 5 cents per can is deducted from the 
express rates as representing wagon service. 


Western Cream Express Rates. 
8-gallons cans. 


First-class | Minimum 
P ° | Express : 
To Calgary. Miles. |freight per| one can | Kxpress. 
aoe! ean, | Pet CAD | freight. 
Tnnisfailscnces Se oe ek ce A Ae SR AS Ae 77 3D 36 35 36 
Penhold gene rome eee eine se one en wan Se 86 37 36 37 36 
@arstairss 5-5  eeee SOA OAS AEE PL eae 41 27 26 35 26 
Bowens penta iter, eee ee ee keen 69 33 31 35 31 
APO Vasey eet ey ORR rie oes ie Nioe a cnctets ed 33 24 26 35 26 
DGS Win Lone aes ena ie orto oy, Soe 19 15 20 35 25 
Blnekfaldsmn nace ayn cies joie heen ck aye 107 37 46 37 46 
Airdrie tans ste Sei aCe ao toe res Sigal ae 21 18 20 35 25 
OROtOK sa aes eer ey ae eA Fl nol yes a ae 28 21 26 35 26 
PEROT eythane oka ees 11 14 20 35 25 
HOPS KING AW tena erin. hae oe, ee 157 51 56 51 56 
ON Cl eee see SE i. oye Mas pal BS Oe 58 29)" 31 35 31 
Didsbury. ose]. oe Be ee oe Bettas Se Ree 48 27 26 35 26 
Red Deer: aie On een nee OF Lace Ae ee ERONG 95 on jn ESE 37 36 
LACHER ies Shae meld, Se SY ew nC, MMI ede a 62 31 31 35 31 
Wrosstio] dU in meets oe ssh ne eh on cada be 31 21 26 35 26 
OCHA He eee ny eee en Rosato 23 18 20 35 25 


The details given in the statement of Messrs. Carlyle and Prevey permit the can- 
miles to be computed. The statement of the Central Creamery does not enable this 
to be computed. Taking the can-miles and striking the average, it is found that the 
average haul of the Carlyle Dairy is 65-5 miles, while in the case of the Edmonton 
City Dairy the average hauls are by the Dominion Express 55-3 miles, the Canadian 
Express 94-4 miles, and by the Canadian Northern Express 76-3 miles. 
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The figures supplied by the Carlyle Dairy may be taken for the purpose of analyz- 
ing the increases complained of. While they do not cover as large a total of cans as 
the Edmonton Dairy, judging by the month’s figures supplied by that company, 
they have the advantage of covering a period of ten months which tends to give a more 
characteristic statement as seasonal fluctuations are offset one against another. In 
point of average mileage there is but little difference, the average haul of the Calgary 
Dairy being 66-5 while the combined average haul of the three express companies 
serving the Edmonton City Dairy is 72-8 miles. As it is complained by the applicants 
that the burden of rates is too heavy on the shorter as compared with the longer haul 
it follows that it is not unfair to take the Carlyle Dairy with its average haul as 
putting the matter in its most extreme form. While percentage comparisons are apt 
to be fallacious, unless on the same base, it may be noted that in the increase of the 
present rate over old rate.there appears on the figures furnished an increase of 78 
per cent for the Carlyle Dairy, 75 per cent for the Central Dairy and 38 per cent for 
the Edmonton Dairy. 


For the month of October, 1912, the shipments and mileages of the Carlyle Dairy 
were as follows :— 


Month. Station. | Mileage. | Cans. 

| 
W170) 0) Ty a ee i ee aa Wnnisfatl:....2). .sshck eee ae pokes 2 ee 77 368 
Tha wer Penhold? (282 225 ee ee ee 85 gi 
Gee pane Pees See Carstairs 2. 2css\tseiae nae ate ea eee | 41 38 
Ng Ae SN ea A id Bowden... cos hace ee eee | 69 52 
Sle eo ey cream ar tage tied MO Dalroy st. cite cose os Cae eee eee 34 16 
bet Ot ee Oo eee De Wantone sp ee eae eee 19 5 
RO ae SATIN Le Blacktalds.~... x Uasg see ae ee 107 9 
TR ee NT he aS Airdrie; ..) eid:s Heit e he eae eee 20 12 
DRE Nas sls Ha ee ee 8 eae Okotoks <5. 582 oc Sate teen ee ee 28 5 
BT age ee 5 Sere ed Midnhapores .:.=1,.ccmnite fet eee 10 |} 6 
Sal eee SE Mee cs eae Erskine .coveee saa soe oe are eae ; a2 he 160 | 3 
ais Sete es eee St A eee) el nw Olds: © soc o. Peek + Soe ee 68 27 
apes Wie Mewes Mee elo ee Didsbury = 3.3 daca sega he oe Pe eee 48 | 18 
et Reet nag tad eee : Red Deer... 224 Gee ee ae ee hs 94 65 
re reer ean re a eee WALCMIG# 2 ts cc ch 1 Mies es ee ee 1 69 92 
Skies Sells e sy weet Meee sah (a OLOSSHEIG Ee > een gee mene ane 30 + 5 
HD TR SOc, ph ee yet ee iGoehrane. We. 3b Ae ee ee ae area 23 33 
829 


The details given for the seventeen points covered by this table are characteristic 
as the shipments from these points cover 99-7 per cent of the shipments during the 
ten month period under consideration. 

While the total charges under the new rates are given as $4,133.45, there must be 
deducted, if comparison is to be made on the basis of inward rates, the charges on 
the returned empties. 

Then again the difference between the former rate on “ sweet ” cream—cream 
for domestic use—and “sour” cream—cream for butter making—and the present 
rate as computed, must be considered. As October is a characteristic month the com- 
putations made on the basis of this month will be characteristic. Of the 829 cans 
shipped in October, one fourth would, on Mr. Carlyle’s statement, have taken the sweet 


cream rate. The revised computations as to comparative earnings are set out in the 
following table :— . . 


; 
‘ 
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*“Sweet Cream.” “Sour” Cream, i.e., Cream for Butter Making. 
Dm : 2] . 

g : : Se 8 Sens ee Be ‘ 

Ree ® ww & SACS a2 ® re) oan 8x o 

To Calgary. oa 28 63 ‘68 5 ie 33 ae 8 8s : 

cax| we | Sz] $5 | SE [oak os 63] $s | 88 8 

RS tesla Se ad (eth al = Reale Wasted Akad De al Bo | BF & 
cts $ cts.| $ cts.| $ cts cts. | cts $ cts.| $ cts.) $ cts 
Tnnisfail 2.3 ccc 92; 96 88 32/} 37 72/ 5060! 276 26 41/ 71 76} 11316) 41 40 
Penhold eccscsnn 19 96 18 24 aio 10 45 58 28 41 16 24 23 78 7 54 
Warstairsmes eee 9 57°6 5 19 2 17 2 48 29 20 31 5 80 8 99 3 19 
iBowdent.s.. 25. 13} 76°83 | 9 90 4 68 5 31 39 24 36 9 36) 14 04 4 68 
Delroys-nin osseous 4 57°6 2 31 1 24 1 07 12 20 ol 2 40 3 72 1 32 
DeWinton....... 1} 38°4 39} 25 14 4 19 25 76 1 00 24 
Blackfelds .. 2} 115°2 2 31 1 02 1 29 @ 34 51 2 38 3 57 1219 
ABTA riGwe sso ni 3 38°4 1 16 75 41 9 19 25 aD e7At 2 25 54 
Okotoks 1 57°6 58 31 27 2 20 31 40 62 22 
Midnapore...... 1 38°4 39 25 14 5 18 25 90 1 25 35 
Hrskinowenert 1} 134°4 ik Sis; 61 74 2 46 61 92 1 22 30 
Oldsevte res. Thee oll sists} 2 52 2 86 20 24 36 4 80 7 20 2 40 
Didsbury Scheer 4 57 6 2-31 1 24 1 07 14 20 31 2 80 4 34 1 54 
Red Deer ..... ae 16) 96 15 36 6 56 8 80 49 30 41} 1470, 20 09 5 39 
NCIC: fhieass eo. 23) 76:8) |; 17) 67 8 28 9 39 69) 24 36] 165 24 84 8 26 
Crossfield ... 1 57°6 58 31 27 + 20 31 80 1 24 44 
Cochrane......:. 8 38°4 3 08 2 00 1 08 25 LO 25 4 75 6 25 1 50 
79) ae 0 Sal) | 78 24 96 37 G24 eee ilies 157 06| 237 56 80 50 


To summarize the following comparisons of the payments necessary for the inward . 
movement may be made:— 


New rate as given.. DS) ANS. yee Se Oe ae E ahan Mean Pameenees $4,133 45 
Returned empties 9, 858 at 5 ‘cents. as dees fe oi Ue op Ta Sat Awesome Hore 492 90 
Net inward charge.. .. Katy vag eee Tone et eeaae $3,640 35 

Old rates (corrected as above indicated) — 
Three quarters of 9,858 cans “sour”? cream rateS... .. .. .. «. $1,818 15 
One quarter of 9,858 cans at “sweet”? cream rateS... .. ....-- 2,116 92 
$3,935 07 


2464 
PQualeton == See S1 7.6.40 
a 205 


That is to say the old rates on corrected basis are higher than the new rates by 
$294.79. 

The rates may be compared in terms of can-miles. The total movement of the 
Carlyle Dairy for the period under review amounts to 655,342 can-miles. On these 
the net earnings are $3,640.35, that is to say on the new rates inward the earnings were 
5-5 cents per can-mile. On the old (corrected) rate basis inward the earnings would 
have amounted to 6-004 cents per can-mile. 

After careful consideration of the evidence submitted I am of the opinion that 
the Order of the board should not be varied so far as the rate basis is concerned. 


Rates exclusive of Delivery Service. 


There is also raised in the complaint the question of rates for delivery service, it 
being contended that the delivery service instead of being an advantage to the dealers 
is a detriment because of its uncertainties. In the hearing leading up to the deter- 
mination as to cream rates east of Port Arthur, which the board has followed west 
thereof to the western boundary of Alberta, it was found in the course of the hearing 
that while there was some difference of opinion the majority of those concerned con- 
sidered it was a distinct advantage to have the delivery service and so it was continued. 
The provision in connection therewith was made general because it was recognized 
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that it would be unfair to leave the situation open by providing that the payment for 
delivery should be left as a payment dependent on whether the service was performed 
or not. For it was recognized that if at times the shipper performed his own delivery 
service, thereby being exempt from payment, while at other times he called upon the 
express company to deliver in return for a payment, it would result in the condition 
that the express company would be called upon simply in the case of the “ peak load,” 
or of especially long hauls. The result of this would be that the express company 
would require to maintain delivery wagons sufficient to meet a “peak load” situation 
which would not necessarily be subject to any law of periodicity. The result of this 
would be that an unnecessary burden of idle equipment would during a considerable 
portion of the time, have to be maintained. In addition as this would be part of the 
plant, the cost of its maintenance would be charged against all users of express 
service. And so in respect of the delivery service of cream it seemed fair to follow 
the principle “ all or none.” 

In the case before us the situation is different. The applicants assert their will- 
ingness to perform their own delivery service and under proper provisions this may 
be provided for. I am therefore of opinion that the matter will be provided for by 
substitution of the following rules for those now included in the tariff, the present 
tariff rates being reduced by 5 cents per can by making them exclusive of delivery. 

1. Returned empty cans, which are carried full by this company under this tariff, 
will be charged at the rate of 5 cents each to the original point of shipment. 

2. The rates shown herein include the collection of full or empty cans at points 
where the company furnishes a wagon service, but do not include delivery. 

3. The consignee may give the company’s local agent a written general or con- 
tinuing notice that until such notice is withdrawn (which shall not be within one 
month from the date thereof) he desires all his cream delivered by the company’s 
wagons; and on receipt of such notice, and until its withdrawal, the company will 
furnish the service at an additional charge of 5 cents per can. 

Norr.—Agent will preserve such notices in his possession for reference, and, if 
withdrawn, for at least one year thereafter. 

4, No reduction from these rates will be made for smaller or partially filled cans. 

5. Two 5-gallon cans will not be carried at the rate for a 10-gallon can. 

6. Between common points where a competing company may have a shorter line, 
this company’s rates will be based upon the shorter distance. 

In addition applicants are to have the advantage of the extension of the existing 


rates to a distance of four hundred miles instead of three hundred miles as the tariff 
now reads. 


Chief Commissioner Drayton concurred. 
Ordered accordingly. 
July 26, 1918. 


RE REDUCTION IN RATES ON CREAM, SPRINGFIELD TO HAMILTON, ONT. 


Myr. Commissioner McLean: 


Mr. Hardwell in his report recommends a joint rate of 54 cents from Springfield 
to-Hamilton, reserving the rights of the American Express Company to make appli- 
cation to the board for a division of the through rate, in the event of its not being 
satisfied to allow the Dominion Express Company its local from Hamilton. I have 
read through the correspondence which has been submitted by both the American and 
Dominion Express Companies. I think the position of the Dominion Express Com- 
pany is well taken. The situation is that the American Express Company gives the 
reduced rate of 20 cents for furtherance from Brownsville. Brownsville is 53 miles 
east of Springfield. Brownsville is an exclusive office of the American Express Com- 
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pany. Apparently the rate from Brownsville for furtherance has been put in by the 
American Express Company in competition with the one company rate of the Canadian 
Express from contiguous stations on the Grand Trunk. While such treatment is given 
at Brownsville it is not extended to Springfield. The granting of the 20 cents for 
furtherance to Brownsville is an outcome of market competition. While the American 
Express Company may reduce rates on this account, it must at the same time meet 
any allegation of discrimination as to traffic received under substantially similar 
circumstances. It has not been established that the traffic received at Springfield 
54 miles distant, is received under substantially dissimilar circumstances. T am, there- 
fore, of opinion that an order should go directing the American Express Company to 
put in a 23-cent rate from Springfield to Hamilton. This will enable a combination 
rate of 54 cents to be built up. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred. 
Ordered accordingly. 
February 25, 1914. 
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APPENDIX D. 


Sir,—I have the honour to submit for the ninth report of the board, a memor- 
andum of the freight, passenger, express, telephone, ‘telegraph and sleeping and 
parlour car schedules filed with the board from November 1, 1904, to March 31, 1913, 
and from April 1, 1913, to March 31, 1914, inclusive; also of the more important 
orders relating to traffic, issued by the Board from April 1, 1913, to March 31, 1914. 


SCHEDULES RECEIVED FROM NOVEMBER 1, 1904, TO AND INCLUDING MARCH 31, 1914. 


FREIGHT— 
LOCAL HATUTES sc oc. ects sak unc 5.) legeu hen este 6,180 
SUpPPLENTenESs s) cel aoe ie Se ete 14,774 20,954 
SOUTESCATITES Foes esq sae eye ae) eve neoneeutanere 12,927 
Supplements +../ac hocuse. Sadao ieee foe 40,759 53,686 
Rnternational tarivtsinn seme sua cdekee, tere 46,642 
Supplements... ye «caves eee Maes 163,229 209,871 
— 284,511 
PASSENGER— 
FAGCALStATILISs co) ccobtetelaere Coane ect mone 5,304 
Supplements) 2. <asrotnce & atest ies 5,132 10,436 
JOIMPSEAT ING 3 ere ce creh elo eine nent Pereira 2,625 
Supplements iss. as ees heel 4,488 se fas 
international Caritis 2c. ee ceesr etc e ateeere 9,609 
SupPDLeMents sacae we ate ce chaeeene. 11,914 21,5228 
: rs 39,072 
EXPRESS— 
HOCH PCALUESY siya ele (clot ts PEO eet tere 4,436 
Supplenientsen mse aera eels eee mone 42,915 47,351 
DOME TEATITIS chee ares eee te ee eae 1,730 
Supplements. 5 keke ts cg ater ers 9,091 10,821 
Interna TONAL. tAniiict eee ee ee eases ener 1,743 
Supplements: dace ce eae oh eee 936 2,679 
—_ 60,851 
TELEPHONE— 
TOCA] LALILES se-0-S cree nate ano ve eae 864 
SiUDDlEMISNES 7c «cl eines ke ee acne 789 1,653 
SOM te EALULES Soe cy hg ORL ee nia he, aces 1,886 
SUPPLemMentss..) 2) eicete sce ee tas ee 2,107 3,993 
International farifisiisn) ssc lent cucteehe ease 422 
SuUpplEMenes. «os eestor 4,145 4,567 
~ 10,213 
TELEGRAPH— 
PATS. ees, ey ek sa eens ere 85 
Supplements. lia. ae ew eilnemats 68 153 
SLEEPING AND PARLOUR CAR— 
EaGal (bra His hic sree aoe heute een teeta 49 
Supplenrentsss occu snes eee eels 33 82 
POLHE VEST ETS iirc ose cee Ae ae ee ce 21 
Supplenients...¢° <5 ek a eS ee 25 46 
International tariiis.e ie, asi, telee 27 
BUPPIGMIONES: ee. odes fwd fe ee eee 34 61 
189 


Combined totals; a@ll-schédules: +... a ae ee 394,989 
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SCHEDULES RECEIVED FROM APRIL 1, 1913, TO AND INCLUDING MARCH 31, 1914. 


FREIGHT— 
HUOCRMCALILLS th evopa tore Swe: eres fers pos oe 1,073 
SUDDICHICNES ss wie coe even eas Tse 1,898 Pete 
LOUNTE PAT IIESir de walt tate eis aac ses, cal 2,101 
SUPPLEMENTS mia ogee cerricys Bee. She 9,083 11,184 
PALErNAatONAlw TAPES tes wie Ue ec ccs) ee es 15,906 
Supplements Wan so we ek ea ees ets 42,365 58,271 
a 72,426 
PASSENGER— 
OCA UALDEES rssmnar sti pita <oye hel A lets 966 
SUDDLEMVCTIES Bet Jaye adaved ch ste ice sue 1,686 2,652 
SOMALI ees tel We, ls 5 bee e eats meee 750 
SUP WIETIEHESh is Neu ee aeel oak as 1,669 2,419 
Eterm arlOn al bapursil nce cit or oe ssw. xe i Stays) 
WUDDIEMISHUS wee tyemeeind ads, cht eee toe 3,614 4,973 
—_———_. 10,044 
EXPRESS— 
HOCH CAI TE SR eper Mec tte Sh sac 8 237 
ISUPDIEIMENTS smu le tian acts bee Bae CeO 7,314 
VOUME CALLS creme weds 2. ea es seek e™. s 964 
Sapplementseauke ue. i. teeie sn 38 1,496 2,460 
International staritesene se ses hes cts 23 
SUD DLEMONtS eels ck eka ba re, a+ 20 43 
; sss. 9,817 
THLEPHONE— 
OCU CAIEES eMail a cite ctremceitns ere ehh. eas 44 
SUPP LEMents ns qa cefesie. dae te Mele S's 55 99 
LOMA PATIL eam Sate lone pate yd cietreme. Nene, Save nv 132 
Supplements. Gee ot eae cal ok ok ake 818 950 
internationalataritisen, 26. se 6. he, oe he 4 
SUDDlEMEeNt Seems \cialle ty fejams elas so 650 654 
—___—__ 1,703 
TELHEGRAPH— 
AVES RRs Memmi r Tite KeE teh p Seine oss ee s 4 
Siappolemlenitis ema ea ewe cin 18 22 
SLEEPING AND PARLOUR CAR— 
TOCA CATIES Merete Sina che cate) atop iets) oe 3 
SUD Dement acs ach seks: ff hoc yale aha! 14 
MOMMIES, Meera at ch ster walle, vss) sie 4 
Supplenventsae we cole ake pote Tsu on ee 16 20 
Pte AatOnatetaitisr sme) cay sre) satis es 8 
Supplements: of as) cus cc scorns! oil acne 82 40 
ee Se 74 
Combined totals, all schedules... .. .. ©. «0 ot ee we ae ws He oe 94,086 
‘CARUNINID) AU OALINID GG Sid) SOE Ais § LCI etal cao bce Maca Ian Ch Reece cucihe tS 489,075 


SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC ORDERS OF GENERAL INTEREST ISSUED 
DURING THE YEAR ENDED MARCH 31, 1914. 


No. 19069, April 1, 1913.—Telegraph companies to receive and transmit both 
plain-language and code-language Japanese telegrams, at code-language count 
(maximum ten letters per word) between points in Canada. ; ; 

No. 19006, April 9, 1913.—Approves Canadian Northern Railway Company’s 
Standard Freight Mileage Tariff C.R.C. E. 212, for use on its lines east of Port 
Arthur, Ont. : Pee 

No. 19086, April 17, 1913.—Establishes express collection and delivery limits in 
_ the city of St. John, N.B. 

No. 19128, April 25, 1913.—Approves the Standard Freight Mileage Tariff of the 
Grand Valley Railway Company, O.R.C. No. 3. 
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No. 104 (General Order), April 30, 1913.—Preseribes a general reduction in 
express rates in the territory between Sudbury and Sault Ste. Marie and the Pacific 
Coast. 

No. 19269, May 13, 1913.—Approves Supplement No. 12 to the Express Freight 
Classification No. 2. 

No. 19832, May 17, 1913.—Approves Standard Freight Mileage Tariff of the Hull 
Electric Railway Company, C.R.C. No. F-1. 

No. 19395, May 23, 1913.—Establishes express collection and delivery limits in 
the town of Gull Lake, Sask. 

No. 19497, June 5, 1918.—Dismisses an application of the Board of Trade of 
Kelowna, B.C., for abrogation of the dockage charge of one dollar per car for moving 
cars from or to the Okanagan Lake barges of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
to and from team tracks and private sidings at Kelowna. 

No. 19512, June 9, 1913.—Establishes express collection and delivery limits in 
the town of Kelowna, B.C., said limits enlarged by order No. 20570, October 8, 1913. 

Nos. 19530, 19532, 19533, and 19537, June 9, 1913.—Defines express collection 
and delivery limits in the cities of London, Ont., Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., Windsor, 
Ont., and St. Thomas, Ont., respectively. 

Nos. 19531, 19534 and 19538, June 9, 1913.—Establishes express collection and 
delivery limits in the towns of Taber, Alta., Walkerville, Ont., and Haileybury, Ont., 
respectively. 

No. 19570, June 18, 1918—Prescribes an allowance of three dollars per car by 
carriers to shippers who furnish slats for floors of refrigerator cars not equipped with 
permanent slatted or double floors for the carriage of fruits (apples excepted) under 
refrigeration. 

No. 19702, June 27, 1918.—Approves the one-way fares of the Montreal and 
Southern Counties Railway Company’s local passenger tariff, C.R.C. No. 3 as the 
maxima between Montreal and Richelieu, Que., and intermediate stations. 

No. 19709, May 30, 1918.—Enlarges the express collection and delivery limits in 
the city of Portage la Prairie, Man., fixed by order No. 14882, September 15, 1911. 

No. 19710, June 27, 1913—Suspends modifications, within Canada, of stop-over 
rules on American lumber, shown in Supplement 5 to G.T.R. Tariff C.R.C. 2374, and 
Supplement 9 to C.P.R. Tariff C.R.C. 2141. 

No. 19712, June 30, 1918.—Great Northern Ry. Co. required to publish additional 
rates on ore, in carloads, from Salmo, B.C., to Nelson, B.C., appropriate to variant 
values. : 

No. 19723, June 27, 1913—Dismissing application for extension of five days’ 
free time for transhipping ore from cars to vesesls at Sorel, Que. 

No. 19788, June 30, 1918.—Grand Trunk Pacifie Ry. Co. to adjust its charges on 
sand received at Edmonton since June 21, 1912, to the basis of 2,600 pounds per cubic 
yard; its freight charges to be so based until its track scale is drained and corrected, 
or is reinstalled, not later than November 1, 1913. 

No. 19749, June 28, 1913— Approves standard express tariffs for lines west of 
Sudbury, filed under general order No. 104. 


No. 19786, June 10, 1913.—Approves Supplement No. 1 to the Canadian Freight 
Classification No. 16. 


No. 19799, Fune 11, 1913.—Approves the British American Express Company’s’ 


Standard Tariff, C.R.C., No. 19. 

No. 19937, August 5 1913—Approves the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Co.’s 
Standard Freight Mileage Tariff C.R.O. No. 18, to apply between stations in Alberta 
and British Columbia between and including Thornton, and mileage 1189, 


No. 19857, July 22, 1918.—Establishes express collection and delivery limits in 
the town of Grand Forks, B.C. 


i ae rt i Rit i i 
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No. 19858, July 22, 1918—Refuses application of the Canadian Pacific to cancel 
stop-over arrangement at Outremont, Que. on grain and grain products from 
western Canada. 

No. 19849, May 30, 1913.—Enlarges the express collection and delivery limits in 
the city ef St. Boniface, Man., fixed by order No. 15024, September 15, 1911. 

No. 20010, August 11, 1913.—Dismisses application of the Toronto Board of 
Trade for a reduced classification of dried fruits. . 

No. 20068, August 11, 1913—Approves terms and conditions of Bell Telephone 
Company’s contract forms Nos. 1 and 2, in so far as they restrict or limit the com- 
pany’s liability. 

No. 20073— August 15, 1918—Approves Scale “P” of the Express Classification 
for ‘the carriage of currency and gold coin. 

No. 20074, August 12, 1918.—Amends order No. 17384 to provide express charges 
for cream for additional distances to 400 miles in the Prairie Provinces. 

No. 20106, August 15, 1913.—Dismisses application of the Empire Flour Mills, 
of St. Thomas, Ontario, for an order restoring milling-in-transit of United States 
corn. 

No. 109 (General Order) August 27, 1913.—Suspends increased mileage rates on 
less-then carload shipments of grain and grain products in Eastern Canada, pending 
confirmation und agreement between shippers and consignees. 

No. 110 (General Order).—Removes the inhibition against the carriage by freight 
service of trunks containing wearing apparel and personal effects, provided they be 
secureiy corded. : 

No. 20329, September 13, 1913.—Reduces the rate on coal from the Niagara 
Frontier to Islington and Lambton, Ont., from 75 cents to 70 cents per ton. Rescinds 
order No. 20047, August 8, 1913. 

No. 20414, September 25, 1913.—Establishes express collection and delivery limits 
in the town of Bassano, Alta. 

No. 20571, October 8, 1918.—Defines express collection and delivery limits in the 

town of Knowlton, Que. 
‘ No. 20681, October 27, 1913.—Pending the extension of the Canadian Northern 
to Estevan, Sask., the Canadian Pacific to publish joint through freight rates from 
Estevan via Midals to those Canadian Northern points to which joint through rates 
via Midals, are published by the Canadian Pacific from Weyburn, Sask. 

No. 20686, October 27, 1913.—Dismisses application of the Port Hammond and 
District Improvement Association for an order requiring the Canadian Pacific to 
charge the same or similar week-end fares from Port Hammond to the coast cities, as 
charged from Vancouver to Port Hammond. 

No. 20689, October 27, 1913.—Establishes express collection and delivery limits 
in the city of Owen Sound, Ont. 

No. 20739, November 4, 1913.—Prescribes a classification of fourth class for blau- 
gas and carbonic acid gas in steel cylinders, in carloads. 

No. 20846, November 19, 1913.—Defines express collection and delivery limits in 
the city of Hamilton, Ont. tess 

No. 20860, November 21, 1913.—Defines express collection and delivery limits in 
the town of Cochrane, Ont. 

No. 20861, November 20, 1918.—Dismisses application of Otis-Fensom Elevator 
Company for the same classification ratings on elevator guides (iron or steel) as on 
railway rails. ; 

Nos. 20865 and 20866, November 21, 1913.—Establishes express collection and 
delivery limits in the towns of Sudbury and North Bay, Ont., respectively. ei 

No. 20883, November 24, 1913.—Establishes express collection and delivery limits 
in the town of Leamington, Ont. 
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No. 20912, November 25, 1913.—The Vancouver, Victoria & Eastern Railway and 
Navigation Co, (Great Northern Railway) to publish tariffs on lumber, shingles, etc., 
from its points between Vancouver and New Westminster, to Prairie points, on the 
basis of one cent per 100 pounds over the rates of the Canadian Pacific from Van- 
zouver or New Westminster. 

No. 20925, November 25, 1913.—Adds rating of fourth class for peanut butter in 
carloads to the Canadian Freight Classification. 

Nos. 20972 and 20973, December 4, 1913.—Defines express collection and delivery 
limits in the cities of Edmonton, Alta., and Levis, Que., respectively. 

No, 20988, December 10, 1913.—Defines express collection and delivery limits in 
the town of New Liskeard, Ont. 

No. 21028, December 20, 1913.—The Canadian Pacific Railway Co. to extend to 
the Ontario & Manitoba Flour Mills, Limited, the privilege of milling all-rail grain at 
Sudbury, Ont., in transit from Port Arthur, Fort William, and points west thereof; 
at the through rates therefrom to all points east of Sudbury and the Detroit and St. 
Clair Rivers, plus one cent per 100 pounds for the Sudbury stop-over service. 

No, 21088, December 25, 1913.—Establishes express collection and delivery limits 
in the city of Lethbridge, Alta. 

No. 21089, December 25, 1913.—Establishes express collection and delivery limits 
in the city of Vernon, B.C. 

No. 21148, January 2, 1914-—-The Grand Trunk Railway Co. to put into force a 
rate of 8 cents per 100 pounds on imported wood pulp, in carloads, from Montreal 
Harbour to Windsor Mills, Que., including terminal charges at Montreal. 

No. 117 (General Order) January 8, 1914.—On and after February 1, 1914, ship- 
ments of express freight subject to table of “ graduate ” charges for shipments weigh- 
ing less than 100 pounds incorporated in the Express Classification, the carriage of 
which between points in Canada involves the services of two or more express com- 
panies, to be charged the appropriate “graduate” under the lowest through or aggre- 
gate rate per 100 pounds. 

No. 118 (General Order) January 15, 1914.—Railway companies to accept freight 
consigned “to order” for delivery at “flag” stations, under regulations prescribed 
therein. 

No, 120 (General Order) February 3, 1914.—Amends tariffs of charges for deten- 
tion of refrigerator cars loaded with perishable freight, by disallowing the charge at 
the point of loading. 

No. 21347, February 10, 1914.—Approves Supplement No. 3 to the Express Classi- 
fication, prescribing regulations for the carriage of live poultry in coops. 

No. 21440, March 3, 1914——The American Express Co. to publish a rate of .23 
cents per 100 pounds from Springfield, Ont., to Hamilton, on cream destined to Tor- 
onto. 

No. 21515, March 16, 1914.—Approves Marconi Wireless Telegraph Company’s 
tariffs (C.R.C. No. 8) of new rates for cable letters and week-end letters. 

No. 123, (General Order) March 19, 1914.—Preseribes a form of “Release of 
responsibility ” in connection with the carriage of second-hand clothing, wearing 
apparel and personal effects in trunks, securely corded. 


I have the honour to be, Sir, 
Your obedient servant, 


J. HARDWELL. 
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APPENDIX E. 


LIST OF INSPECTIONS MADE BY THE ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 
FROM APRIL 1, 1918, TO MARCH 31, 1914. 


April 1.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the second track of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway between Mortlach, mileage 25-6, to Parkbeg, mileage 34, a distance of 
8-4 miles. 

April 2.—Inspection of culvert on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway, near 
Arnprior, Ont., in connection with complaint of G. Baker re flooding of his land. 

April 3—Inspection of location of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway 
through the town of Pembroke, Ont. 

April 3.—Inspection of highway crossing on the line of the Canadian Northern 
Ontario Railway near Westmeath, Ont. 

April 4.—Inspection of yard signals on the Grand Trunk Railway at Montreal, 
ue. 

April 5.—Inspection re improved cattle guard proposed by Mr. Jonas Pehrson of 
Tyndale, Man. 

April 11.—Inspection of Gravel Road crossing of the Grand Trunk Railway at 
Morrisburg, Ont. ; 

April 11.—Inspection of the Waltham Branch, of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
between Hull and Aylmer, Que. 

April 11.—Inspection of the Laggan division of the Canadian Pacific Railway re 
exemption from fencing west of Banff, B.C. 

April 12.—Inspection of the main line of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway west 
of Winnipeg for exemption from fencing. 

April 14.—Inspection of the Suffield-Blackie branch of the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way for opening for freight traffic. 

April 14.—Inspection of the Central Vermont Railway in connection with derail- 
ment near St. Lambert, Que. 

April 15.—Inspection of culverts on the Grand Trunk Railway near Bulstrode, 
Que. 

April 16.—Inspection of the St. Francois River bridge on the line of the Quebec, 
Montreal & Southern Railway. 

April 18-24.—Inspection of New York Central station at New York; also track 
work on the New York Central & Hudson River Railroad, and Central Railway of 
New Jersey. 

April 19.—Inspection of bridge 179-1 on the Calgary subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway, for opening for traffic. . 

April 19.—Inspection of subway at 9th avenue east, Edmonton, on the line of the 

Canadian Pacific Railway. 
April 21.—Inspection of bridges 7-7 and 7-8 on the Laggan subdivision of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway for opening for traffic, 

_ April 21.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern Railway right of way in the Dis- 
trict of Ochre River re fences and cattle guards. 

April 22.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Northern Quebee Railway re 
derailment near St. Cuthbert, Que. 

April 23.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern Railway near Glenavon, Sask., re 
uncompleted condition of crossing of main road to Glenavon 
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April 23—Inspection of the Hallboro-Beulah branch of the Canadian Northern 
Railway re condition of line. 

April 23.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Northern Quebec Railway 
between Montreal and Quebec. 

April 24.—Inspection of farm crossing for Joseph Meehan on the line of the Geor- 
gian Bay & Seaboard Railway. 

April 24.—Inspection of bridge No. 186 on the line of the Grand Trunk Railway 
over the Becancour River at Lyster, Que. 

April 25.—Inspection of bridges on the Sherbrooke subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway. 

April 25.—Inspection of railway ditches on the Canadian Pacific Railway at Iber- 
ville Junction re complaint of Jos. Thuot. 

April 26.—Inspection of proposed station site about one and a half miles south 
of Guelph Junction on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

April 28.—Inspection of location of spur from the Toronto, Hamilton and Buf- 
falo Railway at Hamilton, Ont., across Cumberland avenue to the premises of Messrs. 
Furnival-New, Ltd., and the Henry New Estate. 

April 29.—Inspection of proposed location of spur from the Grand Trunk Rail- 
way for Forwarding, Ltd., Kingston, Ont. 

April 29.—Inspection of the crossing of the Third Concession road in the town- 
ship of Stamford by the Grand Trunk Railway. 

May 5.—Inspection of diversion of road allowance on the Canadian Pacifie Rail- 
way near mileage 60, east of the town of Qu’Appelle, Sask. i 

May 6.—Inspection of bridge on the Brandon subdivision of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway. 

May 6.—Inspection of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway re 
cattle pass for C. R. Clow on lot 23, concession 8, township of Hinchinbrooke. 

May 7.—Inspection re proposed road allowance diversion at mileage 66-8 on the 
main line of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. 

May8.—Inspection of interlocking plant at swing bridge over the Batiscan 
river on the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

May 9.—Inspection of crossing gates at St. Remi street, Montreal, on the Grand 
Trunk Railway. 

May 9.—Inspection of temporary crossing between the Bergen northeasterly cut- 
= eee: Canadian Pacifie Railway and the Canadian Northern Railway, Oak Point 

Tranecn, ; 

May 9.—Inspection of second main line track of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
between Adirondack Junction and Highlands, Que. 

May 10.—Inspection of Notre Dame street overhead bridge on the Canadian Paci- 
fic Railway, Montreal, Que., re overhead clearances. 

May 10.—Inspection of connection between the main line of the Canadian North- 
ern Railway, St. Boniface, Man., and the National Transcontinental Railway track, a 
distance of 8,300 feet for opening for traffic. 

May 12.—Inspection of bridge 37-5, on the Mountain subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway for opening for traffic. 

May 12.—Inspection of bridge 127-2, on the Mountain subdivision of the Can- 
adian Pacific Railway, for opening for traffic. ; 

May 13.—Inspection of bridge 44-7, on the Shuswap subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway for opening for traffic. 


‘ May 13.—Inspection of bridge 95-2 on the Cascade subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacifie Railway for opening for traffic. 

May 13.—Inspection of bridge 90-6 on the Cascade subdivision of the Canadian 
subdivision of the Canadian Pacific Railway for opening for traffic. 


May 13.—Inspection of Bridge 95-2 on the Cascade subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway for opening for traffic. 
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May 13. Inspection of bridge 102-6 on the Cascade subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway for opening for traffic. 

May 13.—Inspection of bridge 108-6 on the Cascade subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway for opening for traffic. 

May 13.—Inspection of bridge 110-1 on the Cascade subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway for opening for traffic. 

May 14.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the connection between the Cana- 
dian Northern Ontario Railway and the Algoma Eastern Railway at Sudbury, Ont. 

May 15.—Inspection of Calverly crossing at bridge 25-94 on Sudbury subdivi- 
sion of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

May 15.—Inspection of interlocking plant at the crossing of the Grand Trunk 
Railway by the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway at Nipissing, Ont. 

_ May 16.—Inspection of rails between Powassan and Trout Creek, Ont., on the 
Northern division of the Grand Trunk Railway. 

May 16.—Inspection of proposed spur track for the Canada Tile and Fire Proof- 
ing Co., Ltd., at Carman., Man., on the line of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. 

May 16.—Inspection of proposed crossing of highway known as West Kildonan, 
and also across the Winnipeg, Selkirk and Lake Winnipeg Railway by the Canadian 
Pacific Railway. 

May 16.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the new second track of the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway from Pense to Belle Plains, mileage 109-7 to mileage 117.3, a 
distance of 7°7 miles. 

May 16.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the second track of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway between Parkberg and Melba, a distance of 8°8 miles. 

May 16.—Inspection of double track of the Canadian Pacific Railway, Moose- 
jaw subdivision, for opening for traffic. 

May 16.—Inspection of bridge 46-37 Broadview subdivision of Canadian Pacific 
Railway for operation. 

May 16.—Inspection of bridge at mileage 94.8, Moosejaw subdivision of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway, at Wascana creek for operation. 

May 16.—Inspection of Canada subdivision of the Canadian Pacific Railway for 
opening for traffic. 

May 16.—Inspection of second track of the Canadian Pacific Railway between 
Hammond and Mission Junction for opening for traffic. 

May 20.—Inspection of proposed level crossing of highway by the Canadian 
Northern Railway at Hilliard street, Saskatoon, Sask. 

May 20.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Northern Quebec Railway from 
St. Jerome to Huberdeau, Que. 

May 21.—Inspection of Ste. Rose bridge on the Ottawa subdivision of the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway. 

May 21.—Inspection of the crossing of Main street, Victoriaville, Que. by the 
Grand Trunk Railway. j las 

May 22.—Inspection of the crossing of the Grand Trunk Pacific main line by 
the Asquith-Conquest branch of the Canadian Pacific Railway in section 20, township 
86, range 9, west of the 3rd meridian. 

May 23.—Inspection of the Kerrobert northeasterly branch of the. Canadian 
Pacific Railway from mileage 0 to mileage 25 for opening for traffic. 

May 23.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Kerrobert northeasterly branch 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway from mileage 25 to mileage 36-1. 

May 27.—Inspection of bridge 24-5 on the MacLeod subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway for opening for traffic. ae 

May See ceecaon of bridges 35-7, 54-0 and 54-7 on the MacLeod subdivision 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway for opening for traffic. 

May 28.—Inspection of siding for the Crowsnest Stone Company on the Crowsnest 
subdivision of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 
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May 29.—Inspection of new second track of the Canadian Pacific Railway from 
Belle Plains to east end of Regina yard, a distance of 17 miles. 

May 29.—Inspection of crossing of Esplanade and Toronto streets, Medicine Hat, 
Alta., by the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

June 2.—Inspection of bridge 96-6 on the Calgary subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway for opening for traffic. 

June 2.—Inspection of bridge 140-4 on the Calgary subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway for opening for traffic. 

June 4.—Inspection of Bethune street subway, bridge 1-85 Montreal Terminals, 
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, at Westmount, Que. 

June 4.—Inspection of bridge 055, Smith’s Falls subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway, near Montreal Junction. 

June 4.—Inspection of site for Government Grain Elevator at Port Arthur, Ont. 

June 5.—Inspection of the Quebec, Montreal & Southern Railway between St. 
Hyacinthe and Iberville Junction, Que. 

June 5.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway 
branch line from Superior Junction to Fort William, a distance of 189-9 miles. 

June 5.—Inspection of highway crossing between counties of Wellington and 
Waterloo at mileage 35-7 on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway, about a 
quarter of a mile west of Wallenstein station. 

June 7.—Inspection of the Laggan-Lake Louise branch of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway for opening for, traffic. 

Jime 9.—Opening for traffic of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway, Biggar- 
Calgary branch, mileage 0 to mileage 48. 

June 10.—Inspection of the crossing of the Canadian Northern Railway over 
Third street, Bladworth, Sask. 

June 10.—Inspection of proposed station grounds of the Canadian Northern 
Ontario Railway at Smith’s Falls, Ont. 

June 11.—Inspection of proposed crossing of the Canadian Pacific Railway over 
the property of James Carr, Viceroy, Sask., in the southeast quarter, section 16, 
township 6, range 26, west 2nd meridian. 

June 12.—Inspection of crossing over the main line of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway between the switches at Verwood, Sask. 

June 12.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway between Viceroy and 
Assiniboia re train service, 

June 13.—Inspection of interlocking plant where the Grand Trunk Pacific 
Railway, Regina-Boundary branch, crosses the Weyburn subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway at Griffin. 

June 138.—Inspection of crossing gates at King and Sherbrooke streets, Peter- 
borough, Ont., on the Grand Trunk Railway. 

June 17.—Inspection of interlocking plant at West Toronto and Couchiching 
Narrows, and Trent Canal Swing bridges, on the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

June 17.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway from Strathcona to 
Victoria street, Edmonton, for opening for trafic. 

June 19.—Inspection of the Laggan to Lake Louise branch of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway for opening for traffic. 

June 19—Inspection of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway re cattle pass 
for Mr. Vandervoort, Belleville, Ont. 

June 19.—Inspection re application of Robert Wallace and others for a subway 
hetween sections 24 and 25, township 11, range 12, west principal meridian, Manitoba. 

June 19.—Inspection of Main street crossing at Kenora, Ont. 


June 20.—Inspection of bridges on the Canadian Pacific Railway terminals at 
Tort William, Ont. 
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June 23.—Inspection of condition of ditch on the north side of che Canadien 
Northern Railway in the municipality of Atwood, Ont., re complaint of W. H. 
Williseraft, of Rainy River. 

June 23.—Inspection of Canadian Northern Railway at Ridgeville, Man., re 
proposed culvert at the crossing by the Emerson Branch. 

June 25.—Inspection of proposed temporary crossing of the Selkirk branch of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway (Winnipeg Branch) by the Stonewall branch of the Win- 
nipeg-Selkirk & Lake Winnipeg Railway. 

June 25.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Northern Quebec Railway be- 
tween Joliette and Quebec. 

June 27.—Inspection of proposed subway under the Canadian Pacific Railway 
at Third avenue, Yorkton, Sask. 

June 27.—Inspection of drainage along the line of the Canadian Northern Rail- 
way in section 34, township 29, range 32, west principal meridian. 

June 27.—-Inspection of iocation of the Cumpbellford, Lake Ontario & Western 
Railway in the vicinity of Moira River bridge at Belleville, Ont. 

June 29.—Inspection of wreck on the Canadian Pacific Railway at Westboro, Ont. 

June 30.—Inspection of proposed highway crossing asked for by the township of 
Fitzroy on the Grand Trunk Railway at Carp, Ont. 

June 31.—Inspection of Longue Point spur of the Canadian Pacific Railway at 
Maisonneuve, Que. 

July 1.—Inspection of the Kootenay Central Railway from Golden to Spilli- 
machen, a distance of 41 miles, for opening of traffic. 

July 2—Inspection of crossing of the main line double track of the Grand Trunk 
Railway over Ottawa street, Hamilton, Ont. 

July 3.—Inspection of the line of the Hamilton Radial Railway along the high- 
way on Burlington Beach. 

July 8.—Inspection of proposed spur for the Toronto Steel Company, and Weston 
Road subway, on the Grand Trunk Railway, at Weston, Ont. 

July 9.—Inspection of road-bed of the Grand Trunk Railway at Cayuga, Ont. 

July 9.—Inspection of temporary bridge over Pitt river on the Cascade division of 
the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

July 10.—Inspection of culvert on the Canadian Pacific Railway re complaint 
of the township of Tecumseh, Ont. 

July 10.—Inspection of highway and farm crossings on the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way at Hdmundston, N.B. 

- July 11.—Inspection of track of the Canadian Pacific Railway re derailment at 
Newburg, Ont. 

July 18.—Inspection of work done at overhead bridge at Lachine Road Crossing, 
on the Grand Trunk Railway at Rockfield, Que. 

July 18.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific Railway crossing of 34th avenue, Mac- 
Leod, Alta. ; 

July 19.—Inspection of site of crossing of the Canadian Pacific Railway in the 
village of St. Pie, Que. 

July 19.—Inspection of crossings and diversion of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
in the township of Bedford, Quebec. 

July 19.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway re cattle pass for A. Buck- 
ley, Parham, Ont. ‘ 3 

July 19.—Inspection of proposed road diversion on the line of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway in the township of Hinchinbroke, Ont. 4 

July 22.—Inspection of bridge 65-6 on the Crowsnest subdivision of the Canadian 


Pacific Railway. in 
July 22.—Inspection of bridge 53-7 on the Crowsnest subdivision of the Can- 


adian Pacific Railway. 


334 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 
5 GEORGE V., A. 1915 


July 23—Inspection of yard of Canadian Pacific Railway at Fernie, B.C., re 


wing guards. a 
: "5 ve 23.—-Inspection of bridge 89-2 on the Crowsnest subdivision of the Canadian 


Pacific Railway. riled 
ey ies rmial onde of bridge 18-2 on the Sirdar subdivision of the Canadian 


Pacific Railway. ere ; 
July 23.—Inspection of bridge 87-8 on the Crowsnest subdivision of the’ Canadian 


i ilway. 
poe Beran hel ie of bridge 75-0 on the Crowsnest subdivision of the Canadian 
acific Railway. 
£3 July of Sineon of condition of track of the Canadian Pacific Railway, Ross- 
land subdivision, six and a half miles south of Castlegar, where accident took place. 

July 26.—Inspection of bridge 82-7 on the Boundary subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway. i 5 hier 

July 26.—Inspection of bridge 1-43 on the British Columbia subdivision of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway. i: 

July 26.—Inspection of bridge 118-4 on the Boundary subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway. ; 

July 26—lInspection of road crossing on the Canadian Pacific Railway near 
Greenwood, B.C. ; 

July 29.—Inspection of culverts and ditches on the Canadian Pacific Railway at 
Portneuf, Que., re complaint of Narcisse Marcotte. 

July 30.—Inspection of seeond main line track of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
between Farnham and Iberville, Que. 

August 3.—Inspection of the St. James interlocking plant of the Midland Railway 
of Manitoba. 

August 3.—Inspection of Longue Pointe spur of the Canadian Pacific Railway at 
Maisonneuve, Que. 

August 5.—Inspection of proposed location of the Canadian Northern Ontario 
Railway station in the township of Dorion, Ontario. 

August 7.—Inspection of Oak Point branch of the Canadian Northern Railway 
for opening for traffic. 

August 12.—Inspection of main line of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway from 
Téte Jaune Cache, mileage 1095-3, to the second crossing of the Fraser river, mileage 
1189, a distance of 93-7 miles. 

August 12.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the double track of the Lake 
Superior subdivision of the Canadian Pacific Railway, from Robert to Ramsay, Ont. 

August 12.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
between Azilda and Larchwood, Cartier subdivision of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

August 12.—Inspection of bridges on the North Bay subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway for opening for traffic. 

August 15.—Inspection of bridges on the Soo branch of the Canadian Pacifie Rail- 
way for opening for traffic. 

August 15.—Inspection of overhead bridge on the Algoma Central and Hudson 
Bay Railway at Steelton, Ont. 

August 15.—Inspection of bridge 3-8 on the Algoma Central and Hudson Bay 
Railway, damaged by embankment slide. 

August 16.—Inspection of bridge 79-68, over the Batchewana river, and bridge 
151-5, over the Michipicoten river, on the Soo division of the Algoma Central and 
Hudson Bay Railway, for opening for traffic. 

August 16.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Algoma Central and Hudson 
Bay Railway from Franz to Oba, Ont. 


August 18.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Algoma Eastern Railway 
from West river to Goat island. 
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August 19.—Inspection of fencing on the Sudbury subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway re complaint of Mr. Daoust. 

August 19.—Inspection of double track of the Moosejaw subdivision of the Can- 
adian Pacific Railway from mileage 49 to mileage 70-27 for opening for traffic. 

August 20.—Inspection of the Griffin branch of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
from Alida, to Tilston, a distance of 26-2 miles. 

August 20.—Inspection of site-of crossing asked for by the municipality of Ver- 
ner, Ont., on the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

August 23.—Inspection of site of proposed grain elevator for the Board of Grain 
Commissioners at Fort William, Ont. 

August 25.—Inspection of location of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway along 
Empire avenue, Fort. William, Ont. 

August 25.—Inspection of fencing on the Canadian Northern Railway in section. 
18, township 18, range 20, west principal meridian re complaint of Mr. Dan Lilley, of 
Sandy Lake, Man. 

August 25.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway re drainage near 
Mascouche, Que. 

August 27.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Grand Trunk Pacific Rail- 
way, Biggar-Calgary branch from Dodsland, mileage 49, to mileage 66-5. 

August 30.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the new second track of the Can- 
adian Pacific Railway from Chaplin to Ernfold, a distance of 11-5 miles. 

August 30.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Grand Trunk Pacific Rail- 
way, Regina-Boundary branch, from Talmage, mileage 66-5, to the Boundary line, 
mileage 155. 

August 30.—Inspection of subway on the Canadian Pacific Railway at Eleventh 
avenue, Moosejaw, Sask. 

September 1.—Inspection of proposed crossing over the main side tracks of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway at Verwood, Sask. 

September 1.—Inspection of the Quebec Oriental Railway in the county of 
Bonaventure, Quebec. 

September 1.—Inspection of highway crossings on the Quebec Oriental Railway in 
the municipality of New Richmond, Que. 

September 1.—Inspection of the right of way fences on the line of the Quebec. 
Oriental Railway. 

September 4.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway 
in the township of Camden, county of Addington, mileage 152-18 to 152-72. 

September 4.—Inspection of proposed crossing of Bridge street, Yarker, Ont., 
by the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway. 

September 4.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Weyburn Westerly branch 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway from Assiniboia to Woodrow, a distance of 32-7 miles. 

September 5.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Grand Trunk Railway, 
Moosejaw Northwesterly branch, from Moosejaw to Mower, a distance of 47-8 miles. 

September 5.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern Railway through the muni- 
cipality of Nutana re fencing. 

September 9.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Suffield branch of the Can- 
adian’ Pacific Railway. 

September 10.—Inspection of crossing of road allowance between sections 35 and 
36, west principal meridian, on the Minnedosa subdivision of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway, at Keyes, Man. 

September 11.—Inspection of transfer track between the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way and the Canadian Northern Railway at Rosetown, Sask. 

September 12.—Inspection of highway crossing on the branch of the Grand Trunk 
Pacific Railway in the municipality of Cornwallis, Sask. 
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September 13.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway second track from 
Kemnay to Griswald, a distance of 16-6 miles. 

September 15.—Inspection of siding on the Grand Trunk Railway at Cainsville, 
Ont. 

September 18.—Inspection of proposed location of the Glengarry and Stormont 
Railway at Cornwall, Ont. 

September 16.—Inspection of double track on the Cascade subdivision of the Can- 
adian Pacific Railway, mileage 47-8 to 86-8. 

September 17.—Inspection of the Mountain division of the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way, Golden east to Field, B.C., re complaint of Mr. McDonald. 

September 22.—Inspection of the Lacombe Easterly branch from Coronation to 
Monitor for opening for trafic. 

September 23.—Inspection of the 48-inch sewer through the Broad Street yard of 
the Canadian Pacific Railway at Ottawa, Ont. 

September 24.—Inspection of Canadian Pacifie Railway, Estevan to Neptune, for 
opening for traffic. 

September 24.—Inspection of Swift Current Northwesterly branch of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway, from Westerham, mileage 94 to 34-8, also mileage 33 to 34-8, with a 
view to eliminating the speed restrictions. 

September 24.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway, Parry 
Sound to Toronto, Ont. 

September 25.—Inspection of location of the Grand Trunk Railway and the 
Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway yards at Cobourg, Ont. 

September 29.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway on rue Plinquet, St. 
Boniface, Man. 

September 30.—Inspection of Canadian Northern Ontario Railway re diversion 
of highway between concessions 9 and 10, and between lots 20 and 21, concession 10, 
township of Fitzroy, Ontario. 

October 1.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Grand Trunk Pacific Rail- 
way, Cutknife branch, between Battleford and Rossman, a distance of 33-6 miles. 

October 1—Inspection of proposed crossing of the highway between lots 8 and 9, 
range 2, township of Bristol, Que., by the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway. 

October 1.—Inspection of the Pontiac and Pacific Junction Railway at Fort 
Coulonge, Que. 

October 2.—Inspection of the line of the Grand Trunk Railway at Caledonia, Ont., 
re drainage on farm of Mr. Burgess. 

October 4—Inspection of highway crossing on the Aldersyde branch of the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway at Ensign, Ont. 

October 5.—Inspection of right of way fences and crossings on the line of the 
Atlantic, Quebec and Western Railway at Ste. Adelaide de Pabos, Que. 

October 5.—Inspection of ditches, culverts and right of way fences on the Atlantic, 
Quebec and Western Railway at Grand River, Que. ~ 

October 5.—Inspection of the line of the Grand Trunk Railway re farm crossing 
for J. Rogers, lot 7, concession 10, township of Ellice, Gadshill, Ont. 

October 5.—Inspection in connection with expropriation of portion of southeast 
quarter section 8, township 12, range 19, west 2nd meridian, réquired for adequate 
water supply at Milestone, Sask. 

PP ie oman = a for traffic of the Wilkie-Anglia branch of the 
ee acinc Railway from mileage 0 to 25, with a view to removing the speed 


October 8.—Inspection of Station Avenue subway on the Canadian Northern 
Quebec Railway at Shawinigan, Que. 
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October 10.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the second track of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway on the Swift Current subdivision, between mileage 70 and Herbert, 
mileage 81-9. . 

October 10.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Kerrobert Northeasterly 
branch of the Canadian Pacific Railway from mileage 0 to 36-1, with a view to reliev- 
ing speed limitations. 

October 10.—Inspection of culvert on the Canadian Pacific Railway re complaint 
of the municipality of Reford, at Coblenz, Sask. 

October 12.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway from Fredericton to 
Victoria re connection with St. John and Quebec Railway. 

October 14.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway re cattle pass for J. B. 
Wiens, on southeast quarter section, 10-17-10, west 3rd meridian. 

October 14.—Inspection of proposed Canadian Northern Ontario Railway indus- 
trial spurs, Pembroke, Ont. 

October 14.—Inspection of Canadian Northern Ontario Railway re cattle pass 
for W. White on lot 16, concession 12, township of Alice. 

October 16.—Inspection of the line of Canadian Pacific Railway (Kingston and 
Pembroke branch, Opeongo) re fencing right of way along J. Ritz’s lands. 

October 16—Inspection of Canadian Pacific Railway, second track, Broadview 
subdivision, from Pilot Butte to Regina, mileage 83-5 to mileage 92-0, distance 
8-4 miles. 

October 18—Inspection of Grand Trunk Pacific, Biggar-Calgary line from 
Biggar to No. 1 siding, distance 7-1 miles. 

October 23.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Northern Railway 
from Macrorie to Tichfield, distance 6 miles, and from Elrose Junction to Elrose, 
distance 50 miles. 

October 23.—Inspection of the line of Canadian Pacific Railway on Lambert’s 
farm crossing, Spring Hill, Que. 

October 23.—Inspection of bridge 46-9 on Canadian Pacific Railway, Megantic 
subdivision. 

October 24.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Northern Railway 
from Alsask to Hanna, distance 93 miles, and from Hanna to Munson, distance 40 
miles. 

October 25.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway, near Savona, 
B.C., re fencing exemption. 

October 25.—Inspection of the line of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
Railway through farm of Norman Bellyon on lot 6, concession 1, township of 
Murray. 

October 25.—Inspection of location of line of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and 
Western Railway in town of Trenton, Ont. 

October 25.—Inspection of location of Lake Erie and Northern Railway through 
farm of George Wedlake, Brantford, Ont. 

October 25.—Inspection of the line of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and. 
Western Railway through farm of E. P. Flindall, lot 19, concession 7, township of 
Murray. 

October 27.—Inspection of the line of Canadian Pacific Railway, Cascade sub- 
division, in connection with proposed change of station at Coquitlam. 

October 27.—Inspection in connection with accident on the line of the Canadian 
Northern Railway 1 mile west of McGee, Sask. 

October 28.—Inspection of proposed diversion of highway crossing between con- 
cessions 12 and 13, township of Pelham, on the line of the Toronto, Hamilton and 
2 Se ae of line of Canadian Northern Railway, Dauphin sub- 
division, re drainage in northwest quarter section 25-24-18, west first meridian, for 


A. L. Armine. 
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October 29.—Inspection on line of Michigan Central Railroad re crossing east of 
railway station, Springfield, Ont. 

October 30.—Inspection on the line of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
Railway under construction re A. R. Farewell’s farm crossing, lot 18, township 
Whitby, Oshawa, Ont. 

October 31.—Inspection of half-interlocking plant where Brandon Municipal 
Railway crosses Canadian Northern Railway at 13th street, Brandon. 

November 3.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific Railway second track, Moosejaw, 
from Ernfold, mileage 665 to 70, distance 3-5 miles. 

November 4.—Inspection for opening for traffic of Stirling-Weyburn branch of 
Canadian Pacific Railway, mile 0 to mile 49-2. 

November 5.—Inspection of Lachine canal bridge on the line of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway. 

November 5.—Inspection of interlocking plant on line of the Canadian Pacifie 
Railway at crossing of Quebec, Montreal and Southern Railway, Iberville, Que. 

November 5.—Inspection of the line of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
Railway through farm of Edward Cox, lot 28, concession 1, township of Clarke. 

November 5.—Inspection of the line of Quebec, Montreal and Southern Railway, 
Southern division, between St. Hyacinthe and Iberville Junction, Que. 

November 6.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway, re road 
crossing diversion, mile 132-6 and 136.3, Lacombe easterly. 

November 6.—Inspection of proposed crossing of highway between lots 6 and 7, 
concession B.F., township of Clarke, by the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
Railway. 

November 6.—Inspection of proposed crossing of highway between lots 20 and 
21, township of Clarke, by the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway. 

November 6.—Inspection of proposed crossing of highway between lots 10 and 
11, concession B.F., by the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway. 

November 6.—Inspection of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Rail- 
way location at Newcastle, Ont. 

November 6.—Inspection on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway re spur 
trackage to lots 1 and 12, block 24, Prairie Heights, to serve lumber and coal yards of 
S. A. Hamilton C., Ltd., Moosejaw, Sask. 

November 7.—Inspection re city of Regina crossing, with its municipal railway, 
the Canadian Northern Railway at rail level at 4th street, between McIntyre and 
Lorne streets, where it is necessary to cross two commercial spurs of the railway 
company and main line of the company running north and west. 

November 7.—Inspection re recommendation for removal of speed limit, on the 
line of the Canadian Pacific Railway, Coronation to Consort. 

November 7.—Inspection for opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway line 
from Consort to Monitor. 

November 11.—Inspection on the line of the Canadian Pacific, re condition of 
planking in road crossings between Regina and Moosejaw. 

November 11.—Inspection re station and telegraph service on the line of the 
Canadian Pacifie Railway in town of Forward, Sask. 

November 13.—Inspection of River road and bridge 45.6 on line of the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway, Orford branch. 

November 14.—Inspection of bridges and McCormick’s creek near Bryson’s, 
Que., Massena branch of the Grand Trunk Railway. 

November 14.—Inspection of interlocking plant at Frobisher, where the Grand 
Trunk Pacific crosses the Canadian Pacific Railway. 


November 14.—Inspection re Canadian Northern Railway location over coal 
mines at Bienfait, Sask, 
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November 18.—Inspection of railway bridge over Beaver river, Beaverton, Ont., 
on the line of the Canadian Northern Ontario. 

November 18.—Inspection re construction of line of railway across tracks of 
Winnipeg Electric Street Railway on Pembina street. 

November 18.—Inspection on the line of the Canadian Northern Railway re 
passenger and freight service at Youngstown, Oyen, Chinook, and Hanna, Alta. 

November 19.—Inspection on the line of the Canadian Northern Railway re 
proper crossings over tracks immediately west of D’Arcy, Sask. 

November 19.—Inspection for opening for traffic Oshawa branch of the Canadian 
Northern Ontario Railway. 

November 19.—Inspection of the Algoma Eastern Railway from Crean Hill, 
mileage 28-5, to West river, mileage 60-76, for opening for traffic. 

November 20.—Inspection of interlocking plant where the Grand Trunk Pacifie 
crosses the double track of the Canadian Pacific railway, 1 mile west of Regina. 

November 20.—Inspection of the line of Canadian Pacific railway, London sub- 
division, re complaint of the Milton Pressed Brick Company. 

November 20.—Inspection of line of Canadian Northern Railway Tunnel under 
Mount Royal, Montreal, Que. 

November 20.—Inspection of line of Canadian Pacific railway re York Street 
bridge, Toronto, Ont. 

November 20.—Inspection of farm crossing for Wm. Pinkney, Cooksville, Ont., 
on the line of the Canadian Pacific railway. 

November 20.—Inspection of main line of Algoma Central and Hudson Bay rail- 
way, from mileage 95 to Hawk Lake junction at mileage 164-5, for opening for traffic. 
November 21.—Inspection of the line of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and 
Western railway under construction across farm of R. Sterling, Brown’s Corners, Ont. 
November 21.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway second track between 
White River and Tarpon for opening for traffic. 

November 21.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific second track from Crete, mileage 
75-7, to Sudbury, mileage 78-9, for opening for traffic. 

November 21—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway second track from Devon, 
mileage 132-6, Chapleau subdivision, to Esher, mileage 6-9, White River subdivision, 
for opening for traffic. 

November 21.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway second track from Depew, 
mileage 126-5, to White River at mileage 131-8, White River subdivision, for opening 
for trafiic. 

November 22.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway second track from Cartier 
to Geneva for opening for traffic. 

November 22.—Inspection of proposed highway crossing of the Canadian Pacific 
railway, at grade, on lot 6, concession 8, township of Neelon, Ontario. 

November 22.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway second track from Heron 
Bay, mileage 55-5, to Peninsula, mileage 61-2, Schreiber subdivision, for opening for 
traffic. : 

November 22.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway second track from Fire 
Hill, mileage 55, to Ruby, mileage 59-4, Nipigon subdivision, for opening for traffic. 

November 22.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway second track from Navilus, 
mileage 120-5, to Hedge, mileage 124-6 Nipigon subdivision, for opening for traffic. 

November 22.—Inspection re removal from and off Selkirk avenue, Winnipeg, 
Man., of a certain Canadian Pacific railway spur track which connects with Canadian 
Pacific Railway Selkirk line immediately north of Selkirk avenue, and runs southerly 
across Selkirk avenue into the Exhibition grounds; and connection of said spur with 
Selkirk line of Canadian Pacific railway south of Selkirk avenue. 
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November 23.—Inspection of Canadian Pacifie railway second track, Broadview 
subdivision, mileage 121 to mileage 131-4, distance 10-4 miles. 

November 25.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Northern Quebee railway, 
Montford branch. 

November 26.—Inspection of the line of the Central railway between St. Lambert 
and Waterloo, Que., and also St. Cesaire branch re board’s order. 

November 27.—Inspection of interlocking plant on the line of the Grand Trunk 
Railway at St. Lambert, Que. 

November 28.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Pacific railway re dangerous 
crossings at Port Moody. 

November 29.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Pacifie railway re dangerous 
crossings, Port Hammond. 

November 29.—Inspection re dangerous crossings at Port Haney, on the line of 
the Canadian Pacifie railway. 

November 29.—Inspection for opening for traffic Canadian Pacific Railway Bois: 
sevain to Lauder branch, mileage 0 to mileage 36-4 miles. 

November 29.—Inspection re spur crossing Pembina street from Canadian North- 
ern Railway siding on each side of the railway workshops to Winnipeg Sandstone and 
Brick Co., Ltd., on opposite side of Pembina street. 

November 29.—Inspection re condition of the Grand Trunk Pacific Fetes on 
Empire avenue, Fort William, Ont. 

December 2.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway, Avonlea to Gravel- 
burg line, distance 79 miles. 

December 3.—Inspection for opening for traffic of part of Canadian Northern 
Railway Radville-Moosejaw line, mileage 83 to 86. 

December 3.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern Railway line from Radville to 
- mileage 83 with a view of relieving speed limit. 

December 3.—Inspection of the interlocking plant where the Grand Trunk crosses 
the Maryfield branch of the Canadian Northern Railway in northwest quarter-section 
9 township 5 range 6 west second meridian, near Lampman, Sask. 

December 3.—Inspection re condition of crossings on Maryfield branch of Can- 
adian Northern Railway, near Walpole. 

December 3.—Inspection re fencing on line of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
(Kingston and Pembroke branch), Folger, Ont. 

December 3.—Inspection re railway bridge over Clyde river, Flower, Ont., on line 
of Kingston and Pembroke branch of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

December 4.—Inspection of proposed diversion on the line of the Canadian Paci- 
fic Railway at Bathurst, Ont. 

December 4—Inspection of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway 
through lot 19, belonging to school board of section 2, township of Sydney. 

December 5.—Inspection of Grand Trunk Railway through lots 10 and 11, con- 
cession 2, township of South Dumfries. 

December 5.—Inspection of proposed crossing of the Kingston road and the road 
between the town of Bowmanville and township of Darlington at the west boundary of 
the town, by the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway. 

December 5.—Inspection re closing up road to depot, Okanagan Landing, on line 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

December 7.—Inspection for opening for traffic of Suffield-Blackie branch of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway, mile 26-3 to mile 57-2. 

December 8 Inspec tion of line of Canadian Pacific Railway, Virden-McCauley 
branch, mileage 13-5 to 36- 0, distance 22-5 miles. 

December 9.—Inspection for SS ecity for traffic double track of the Cauddinn 
Pacific Railway, mileage 76-8 to 84-2 , distance 7-4 miles. 
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December 9.—Inspection for opening for traffic Canadian Pacific Railway second 
track from Notman, mileage 95-1 to Waldeck, mileage 99-4, distance 4-3 miles. 

December 9.—Inspection of track between Allenburg and Old siding, Port Col- 
borne Division of the Grand Trunk Railway. 

December 10.—Inspection of the line of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and 
Western Railway through farm of Mrs. Mary Hawley, lot 31, concession 8, township 
~ of Camden. 

December 10.—Inspection of the Wabash Railroad track, Fort Erie to St. Thomas. 
December 10.—Inspection of Pere Marquette Railroad track two miles north of 
_ Port Stanley. 

December 11.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway re drainage 
on Mr. Plunkett’s farm, lot 4, concession 7, township of Vaughan. 

December 11—Jnspection of location of the line of the Campbellford, Lake 
Ontario and Western Railway through farm of M. and W. Lawlor, east half of lot 45, 
concession 9, township of Camden. 

December 11.—Inspection of location of the line of the Campbellford, Lake On- 
tario and Western Railway across lot 32, concession 8, township of Camden. 

December 11.—Inspection of location of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and West-- 
ern Railway across Mrs. Brown’s farm, lot 44, concession 9, township of Camden. 

December 11.—Inspection of location of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Wes- 
tern Railway on Michael Kennedy’s farm, on east half of lot 49, concession 9, township 
of Camden. 

December 11.—Inspection of location of the line of the Campbellford, Lake 
Ontario and Western Railway across lot 50, concession 9, township of Camden. 

December 11.—Inspection of line of Lake Erie and Northern Railway near Brant- 
ford, Ont. 

December 11.—Inspection of the line of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and 
Western Railway across the farm of T. Kenney on lot 45, concession 9, township of 
Camden. 

December 11.—Inspection of location of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
Railway through John Kelly’s farm, lot 50, concession 9, township of Camden. 

December 11.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Northern Rail- 
way, Blain Lake to Denholm, distance 52 miles. 

December 11.—Inspection for opening for traffic Canadian Pacific third track 
between Parkdale and West Toronto, Toronto Terminals. 

December 15.—Inspection for opening for traffic Algoma Eastern Railway, 
between Goat Island and Little Current, Manitoulin island. 

December 15.—Inspection of bridge and draw span across Little Current ship 
channel, on the line of the Algoma Eastern Railway, Manitoulin island. 

December 16.—Ingpection re crossing through yard between Whyte avenue and 
19th avenue south, on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

December 16.—Inspection re spur for K. M. Zentill, of Dryden, Ont., on the line 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

December 16.—lInspection of Canadian Pacific Railway double track and line 
diversion, Cartier subdivision. 

December 16.—Inspection re Canadian Northern Railway crossing Canadian Paci- 
fic Railway near Medicine Hat. 

December 16.—Inspection of the interlocking plant on the line of the Edmonton 
Interurban Railway where it crosses the Edmonton, Dunvegan and British Columbia 
Railway in northwest quarter-section 25, township 53, range 25, west fourth meridian. 

December 16.—Inspection of the line of the Kettle Valley Railway re street cros- 
sings near Penticton, section A. 

December 16.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway 


from Ottawa to Sydenham, Ont. 


342 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 
5 GEORGE V., A. 1915 


December 16.—Inspection of road crossings between mile 50 and 57-4 near Pen- 
ticton, on the line of the Kettle Valley Railway. . 

December 16.—Inspection of street crossings in town of Penticton, on the line 
of the Kettle Valley Railway. ; 

December 16.—Inspection of road crossings between mile 50 and 57-5, near Pen- 
i ine of the Kettle Valley Railway. 
sige ea ea, of the line of the Canadian Northern Railway re road 
crossing between sections 3 and 4, 29-7, west 4th meridian. 

December 19.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Northern Railway Saska- 
toon-Calgary branch re drainage under track for Phillip Phibbs. 

December 19.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway re Soo branch line 
diversion and grade revisions. 

December 19.—Inspection of new subway on the line of the Grand Trunk Rail- 
way at Cardinal, Ont. 

December 19.—Inspection re fencing on the line of the Canadian Northern 
Railway near Big Valley. 

December 19.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Northern Railway re con- 
dition of road-bed near Camrose. 

December 21.—Inspection of interlocking plant where the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Molson cut-off crosses the Canadian Northern Railway Birds Hill branch. 

December 22.—Inspection re city of Brandon crossing track of Canadian Northern 
Railway on First street, with tracks of Brandon Municipal Railway. 

December 22.—Inspection of approaches to Victoria Jubilee bridge at St. Lam- 
bert and Point St. Charles, Montreal, on the line of the Grand Trunk Railway. 

December 23.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Northern Rail- 
way from mileage 52 of its Oakland branch. 

December 29.—Inspection of interlocking plant where Canadian Pacific Railway 
Emerson branch crosses the Canadian Northern main line in St. Boniface, Man. 

December 29.—Inspection of interlocking plant where the Grand Trunk Pacific 
Stock yards spur crosses the Canadian Northern Railway in St. Boniface, Man. 

December 29.—Inspection for opening for traffic of Canadian Pacific Railway, 
Medicine Hat subdivision, mile 0 to mile 5. : 

December 30.—Inspection of highway crossing on the line of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway at Glen Norman. 

December 30.—Inspection re Heubach’s spur (Canada Cement Company). File 
No. 15772. 

January 3.—Inspection for opening for traffic of Canadian Northern Railway 
revised location across Rainy Lake, Ont., mileage 224-3 to 226.4, distance of 2-1 miles. 

January 5.—Inspection of interlocking plant where Grand Trunk Pacifie crosses 
the Canadian Northern Railway main line on Empire avertue, Fort William. 

January 5.—Inspection re level crossing, subway, or overhead bridge at Heath 
street, Fort William, on the lines of the Canadian Pacific, Canadian Northern and 
Grand Trunk Pacific Railways. 

January 6.—Inspection of Mountain, Aqueduct and Grey Street subways, Mont- 
real, on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

January 6.—Inspection of Decarie Avenue subway, Westmount, on the line of 
the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

January 7.—Inspection of the line of the Grand Trunk Railway re crossing asked 
for by municipality of Stanfold, Que. 

January 7.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway second track, Moosejaw 
subdivision, from mileage 67-7 to 76-8, distance of 9-1 miles. 

January 7.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway 
crossing highway between concessions 12 and 13, township of Chisholm. 
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January 8.—Inspection of the line of the Grand Trunk Railway re condition of 
track, Barrington, Que. 

January 8.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway along pro- 
perty of Mr. Du Cailloud, townships of McKim and Neelon, near Sudbury, Ont. 

January 8.—Inspection of part of the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway, Wey- 
burn Lethbridge line from Woodrow, mileage 145-7, to Shaunavon, mileage 230-8, 
distance 85-1 miles. 

January 8.—Inspection for opening for traffic of Canadian Pacific Railway new 
second track, Swift Current subdivision from Waldeck, mileage 99-4 to Haman, 
mileage 109-4, distance 10 miles. 

January 8.—Inspection of the Weyburn-Stirling branch from mileage 0 to 26, 
with a view to relieving speed limit. 

January 8.—Inspection of new second track of the Canadian Pacific Railway, 
Medicine Hat subdivision, from Swift Current subdivision to Java, distance of 6 
miles. 

January 9.—Inspection re uncompleted condition of road allowance at dam in 
sections 8 and 17-8-17, west 2nd meridian, rural municipality of Brokenshell, No. 68. 

January 10.—Inspection of second track of Canadian Pacific Railway between 
Hedge, mileage 124-6, and Port Arthur, mileage 70-9, and Woman river, mileage 86, 
Chapleau subdivision. 

January 14.—Inspection of the line of the Grand Trunk Railway re King Street 
crossing, Berlin, Ont. 

January 14.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Northern Railway re pro- 
perly grading road across their tracks at 3rd street, Bladworth, Sask. 

January 15.—Inspection of double track branch line of the Grand Trunk Pacific 
from a point near Vickers street, along William street, to waterfront, crossing tracks 
of Canadian Northern Railway through West Algoma Agricultural Association 
Grounds across tracks of Port Arthur and Fort William Electric Railway, and across 
four tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

January 15.—Inspection re removal, by the Canadian Pacific Railway, of spur 
track at Matlock station on the Winnipeg Beach branch of the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way. 

January 15.—Inspection of swing bridge across Sydenham river, Wallaceburg, 
Ont., on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

January 16.—Inspection of the line of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway, mile 
1134-5 to mile 1279. “8 

January 16.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway re Toronto- 
Sydenham road crossing, Barkeley, Ont. ' 

January 20.—Inspection of highway crossing between Lyn and Brockville on the 
Grand Trunk Railway, on lot 21, concession 1, township of Elizabethtown, mileage 
127-77 from Montreal. 

January 20.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway re Keele 
Street subway, west Toronto. 

January 20.—Inspection of bridges on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway, 
Muskoka subdivision. a8 

January 21—lInspection of interlocking plant where Canadian Pacific Railway 
and Algoma Central and Hudson Bay Railway cross each other at Franz, Ont. 

January 21.—Inspection of proposed crossing of Central street, Simcoe street, 
Albert street, and Prospect street by the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 

i at Oshawa, Ont. 
ee 21.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway, Swift Cur- 
rent S.E. branch from mileage 0 to 27.5, with a view to relieving speed limit. 

January 22.—Inspection re crossing at east end of Guernsey yards, section 34-33- 


3, rural municipality of Usburne, No. 310. 
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January 23.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacifie Swift Current branch (S.E.) 
from mileage 27-5 to mileage 43-6, with a view to relieving speed limit. 

January 23.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Northern Railway, Druin- 
heller to Calgary, mile 314-7 to mile 398-8. 

January 23.—Inspection of wreck on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway at 
Westmeath, Ont. ; 

January 28.—Inspection re spur track leading from the Canadian Pacifie Rail- 
way “D” yard into premises of B. Schragge. 

. January 28.—Inspection of site of Canada Explosive Company Magazine, on line 
of the Grand Trunk Railway, Blue Bonnets, re complaint of Rev. Desrosiers, of St. 
Pierre. 

January 29.—Inspection of the line of the St. Lawrence and Adirondack Railway 
re crossing under railway bridge, Chateauguay, Que. 

January 31. Inspection of bridge No. 25-7, Laggan subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway. 

February 3.—Inspection of the line of the Kettle Valley Railway west of Pentic- 
ton, 18 miles and west of Carmi to mile 76. 

February 5.—Inspection re Mark Smith’s farm crossing about mile 28, on the 
line of the Kettle Valley Railway. 

February 6.—Inspection of farm crossing of J. J. Mason, just west of Oakville, 
on the line of the Grand Trunk Railway. 

February 7.—Inspection of the line of the Canadian Northern Railway through 
Port Arthur. 

February 7.—Inspection of bridge No. 92-3, Boundary subdivision of the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway. 

February 9.—Inspection of bridge 176-9 on Calgary subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway. 

January 23.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacifie Swift Current branch (S.E.) 
dian Pacific Railway. 

February 11—Inspection of bridge No. 49-4, Red Deer subdivision of the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway. 

February 11.—Inspection of bridge No. 88, Red Deer subdivision of the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway. 

February 12.—Inspection of bridge over J asper Avenue subway, Edmonton sub- 
division of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

February 12.—Inspection of high-level bridge over Saskatchewan river, Edmon- 
ton subdivision of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. 

February 12—Inspection of bridge at Saskatchewan Avenue subway, Edmonton 
subdivision of the Canadian Pacific Railway. : 

February 12-—Inspection of the line of Asquith to Conquest branch of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway from a point on Pheasant Hills branch near Asquith, 
from mileage 41-62 to a point near Conquest on Moosejaw northwest branch; and of - 
highways, mileage 0 to 41-62. 

February 12.—Inspection re condition of trestle at Fort Saskatchewan crossing 
on line of the Canadian Northern Railway. 

February 13.—Inspection re fencing of main line of the Grand Trunk Pacific at 
Kinsella, Alta. 

February 16.—Inspection of bridges on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway, 
Havelock and Toronto subdivisions, Ontario division, 

February 16.—Inspection of the line of the Grand Trunk Pacifie Railway re 
crossings in townships 34-1 and 2 west third meridian, rural municipality of Blucher, 
No. 348, Bradwell, Sask. 

February 17.—Inspection of Northwest Boundary Road crossing, Streetsville 
Junction, township of Toronto, on line of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 
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February 13.—Inspection of Dundas street crossing, Cooksville, Ont., township of 
Toronto, on line of the Canadian Pacitic Railway. 

February 17.—Inspection of Hurontario Road crossing, Cooksville, Ont., township 
of Toronto, on line of the Canadian Pacific railway. 

February 17.—Inspection of subway at Shawinigan Falls, Que., on line of the 
Canadian Northern Quebee Railway. 

February 18.—Inspection re removal from and off Selkirk avenue of a certain 
spur track which connects the Canadian Pacific Railway Selkirk line. 

February 18.—Inspection of bridges on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway, 
Hamilton and St. Thomas and London subdivision, Ontario division. 

February 18.—Inspection of proposed location of 6 inch water main on Sixth 
street in town of New Toronto, for supplying the Grand Trunk Yards at Mimico, Ont. 

February 19.—Inspection of bridges on the line of the Grand Trunk Railway, 
eastern division, at Napanee river. 

February 19.—Inspection of bridge on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway, 
Eastern division, Brockville subdivision. i 

February 19.—Inspection of crossing of highway between lots 21 and 22, con- 
cession 1, township of Whitby, on the line of the Campbellford, Lake: Ontario and 
Western Railway. 

February 19.—Inspection of proposed subway at mile 32-1, Lacombe bridge, on the 
line of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

February 21—TInspection of bridge 0-3 on Calgary subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway. 

February 21.—Inspection of bridge No. 60-6 on Calgary subdivision of the Can- 
adian Pacific Railway. . ; 

February 21.—Inspection of bridge 63-3 on Calgary subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway. 

February 21.—Inspection of bridge 90-2, on Calgary subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway. 

February 33.—Inspection of track on the line of the Grand Trunk Railway, re 
derailment, Casselman, Ont. 

February 25.—Inspection of accident on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
at Mountain, Ont. 

February 26.—Inspection of grade separation at crossing of the Campbellford, 
Lake Ontario and Western Railway with the Thurlow Railway, near Belleville. 

February 27.—Inspection of highway crossing at boundary between townships of 
Portland and Camden on the line of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway. 

February 27.—Inspection of roadway made by Canadian Northern Ontario Rail- 
way at crossing between concessions 4 and 5, township of Portland. 

March 3.—Inspection of proposed crossing of road between lots 2 and 3, concession 
4, township of Scarborough by the line of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
Railway. 

March 4.—Inspection of John Bowerman’s farm crossing, lot 13, concession 1, 
township of South Norwich, on the line of the Michigan Central Railway, near Cor- 
nell, Ont. 

March 5.—Inspection re interswitching between the Grand Trunk Railway and 
Canadian Pacific Railway at Owen Sound, Ont. 

March 5.—Inspection re streets constructed across tracks of the Emerson branch 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway in the city of St. Boniface. 

March 5, 6, 7.—Inspection of bridges on the Eastern divisions of the Canadian 


Pacific and Grand Trunk Railways. 
March 6.—Inspection of Davis siding on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway, 


Montreal. f 
March 6.—Inspection for opening for traffic Canadian Pacific Railway bridge 0-41, 


Fort William Terminals. _ 
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March 6.—Inspection on the line of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway re opening 
Stanley and Wallbridge avenues, Fort William, across Grand Trunk Pacific right of 
way. 

March 9.—Inspection of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway 
business spur at Trenton, Ont. . 

March 10.—Inspection of bridges on the Middle division of the Grand Trunk 
Railway. 

March 11.—Inspection of bridges on Ontario division of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway. 

March 11.—Inspection of highway crossing, Prairie siding on the line of the 
Grand Trunk Railway. 

March 13.—Inspection of bridges on the Northern division of the Grand Trunk 
Railway. 

March 13.—Inspection of highway crossing between lots 49, concession 1, town- 
ship of Camden, and lot 16, concession 3, township of Portland, on the line of the 
Canadian Ontario Railway. 

March 14.—Inspection of crossings over the line of the Canadian Northern Rail- 
way, Rossburn subdivision, near Elphinstone, and temporary private crossing section 
8-18-21, W.P.M. 

March 16.—Inspection on the line of the Canadian Northern Railway re spur for 
J. H. Carlton to serve lots 24-25 and 29, block 12, D.G.S. St. John, plan 12, Winnipeg, 
and crossing May street and Heaton avenue. 

March 18.—Inspection of proposed subway under Canadian Pacific Railway Pem- 
bina branch on Logan avenue. ; 

March 18.—Inspection of J. Hutt’s farm crossing at Winchester, on the line of 
the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

March 18.—Inspection of bridges on Eastern division of the line of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway. : 

March 19.—Inspection of the line of the Grand Trunk Pacifie re condition of 
road along Empire avenue, Fort William. 

March 25.—Inspection of bridge 131-3, Brandon subdivision of the Canadian 
Pacifie Railway. 

March 26—Inspection of A. Thout’s farm crossing, and land adjoining public 
toad, Iberville, Que., on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

March 26.—Inspection of cattle pass for Mr. Ketchesono, lot 28, concession 1, 
township of Sydney on the line of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Rail- 
way. 

March 27.—Inspection of bridge on Eastern division of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway. 

March 28.—Inspection of bridge at mileage 63-3, Lae Du Bonnet subdivision of 
the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

March 28.—Inspection of Red River bridge, Winnipeg terminals. 
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APPENDIX F. 


REPORT OF OPERATING DEPARTMENT FOR THE YEAR ENDING 
MARCH 31, 1914, 


During the year ending March 31, 1914, accidents to the number of 2,040 were 
reported by the various railway companies under the jurisdiction of the board, cover- 
ing 594 persons killed and 1,899 persons injured, as set forth in statement No 1. 

The total number of persons killed and injured, and the nature of the accidents 
on each railway during the’year, is set forth in statement No. 2. 

Statement No. 3 shows, separately, the number of passengers, employees and 
others killed and injured, and the nature of the accidents. 

The increases and decreases in the various accidents during the year, compared 
with similar accidents in the preceding year, are set forth in statement No. 4, and 
which shows a decrease of 49 in the number of killed and 332 in the number of 
injured, indicating that the “Safety First” system has, on the whole, obtained some 
success. 

The increases and decreases in accidents, separately, for each railway, compared 
with like accidents in the preceding year, are shown in statement No. 5. 

The increases and decreases in the total accidents to passengers, employees and 
others, as compared with like accidents in the preceding year, are set forth in state- 
ment No. 6. ; 

Statement No. 7 enumerates the collisions attended by personal injury investi- 
gated during the year. 

Statement No. 8 enumerates the derailments attended by personal injury investi- 
gated during the year. 

Statement No. 9 enumerates the highway crossing accidents attended by personal 
injury investigated during the year. 

Statement No. 10 enumerates the various other accidents not covered by state- 
ments 7, 8, and 9, attended by personal injury, investigated during the year. 

Statement No. 11 shows that during the year, accidents to the number of 714, 
covering 238 persons killed and 938 persons injured, were investigated, as against 
621 accidents investigated during the preceding year, covering 277 persons killed and 
865 persons injured. 

The number of highway crossing accidents, separately for each province and rail- 
way, is set forth in statement No. 12. 

The number of highway crossings inspected and reported upon at which accidents 
happened attended by personal injury, is set forth in statement No. 13. 

Statement No. 14 enumerates the highway crossings complained of as being 
dangerous, requiring protection, which were inspected and reported upon. 

The highway crossings at which protection was ordered, and the nature of the 
protection, are enumerated in statement No. 15. 

Statement No. 16 shows the various station locations examined and approved 
during the year. 

Statement No. 17 shows the number of cars inspected and defects noted during 
the year. 

Statement No. 18 sets out in detail the various defects covered by the headings 
appearing in statement No. 17. 

Statement No. 19 is a comparative statement of cars inspected and defects noted 
as per statement No. 17 between the years 1913 and 1914. 
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The reader will observe from a perusal of statement No. 4 that there is an 
increase of 20 in the number of persons killed by derailments, and a decrease in the 
number of persons injured of 60. Out of a total of 39 persons killed and 257 persons 
injured in derailments, 21 passengers were killed and 176 passengers injured, repre- 
senting 53-9 per cent and 68 4 per-cent respectively. 

As regards the number of persons killed and injured in collisions, the figures 
under “head-on” collision show a decrease of 19 killed and 79 injured, There were 
no passengers killed as the result of head-on collisions, only 2 injured. In the case 
of “rear-end” collisions, it will be observed that there is an increase of 2 killed and 
67 injured. There were no passengers killed as the result of rear-end collisions, only 
9 injured. : 

Under the heading “trespassers” the figures show an increase in the number of 
injured of 48, while the number of killed decreased by 18. 

The figures under the heading “highway crossing protected” show an increase 
of 7 killed and 17 injured, and under the heading “highway crossing unprotected ” 
the figures show an increase of 15 killed and 36 injured. A careful perusal of this 
statement will show the necessity for a further extension of some form of protection, 
or a reduction in the number of level crossings. 

Under the headings “ adjusting couplers, ete.,” “unclassified,” and “working on 
track or bridge,” the reader will observe a decrease as regards both killed and injured, 
but there is still room for much improvement. 

It will be observed under the heading “locomotive dropped crown sheet” that 
there is a decrease in the injured of 6, and an increase in the killed of 1. 

The inspection of locomotive boilers and their appurtenances has been carried on 
systematically during the year, and from the small number of accidents that have 
been reported in this connection (particulars contained in statement No. 10) it is 
quite apparent that the railway companies are complying with order No. 14115, as 
per the monthly and annual reports for each locomotive filed with the board. , 

The inspection of fire protective appliances and safety appliances on locomotives 
under general orders Nos. 102 and 107, shows that these very important features are 
being carefully watched. : 

A systematic inspection of station buildings and grounds has been carried on 
throughout the year, in addition to the inspection of passenger equipment as regards 
sanitary conditions, ete. 

In addition to the above mentioned matters, the inspectors have inquired into 
complaints of a general character referred to the department by the board, to the 
number of, approximately, 800, and have also reported upon a large number of 
matters, observed while doing other work, taken up in an informal way and settled 
directly with the railway companies by the department. 

The activity displayed by some of our railways in the “Safety First”? movement 
is commendable, and its extension to a greater number of the lines is recommended. 
The attention of the railway employees should also be called to the great amount of 
suffering and distress that can be saved themselves by its application, in their various 
lines of work. 
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StateMENT No. 1—Showing the Number of Persons Killed and Injured on various 
Railways in Canada under the jurisdiction of the Board for the Year ending 


March 31, 1914. 


Passengers. Employees. Other Persons. Total. 
Name of Railway. -—— —— — eS 
He K. Ts K. if Ke if 

Crrands brim keel poe on) sie: co 7 80 65 242 99 126i 7a. 448 
Canadian Pacifies........... <<. 18 147 131 244 166 91 | 315 482 
Canadian Northern....... .. EOD IR c= Shreve 15 13 260 11 Slt 24 306 
Grandulrunkeeaciticoses si tisce Aine cae 11 12 132 5 14 17 157 
Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo..| ....... 5 3 123 4 7 (EA aes 
Canadian Northern, Quebec. ....|........ 3 4 48 6 4 10 || 55 
Berea Vilar queboctemameriecr a lic tl Wace ee ae 7 3 44 1 Se | 4 54 
Algoma Central and: Hudson Bay|s..2.-...1.2..0cedhecseocechea<sseen 1 A rare dy Nise tore 
ond onusandeliakes Hiriomerice tesla ne. |) tose ok i? | Nets 0s tea ee ae arcane 1 EO ines 
Winnipeg Joint Terminals...... |........ Dil eoncwe OG en cee ff al sooeee eee 23 
AtiantresQuebecand Wester. «closets... ce nc, foiesceeeleke. Se SL ease, ee Be 3 ie ae ae 
NVA Sin pene creme teed Cee oe, ee La he ce 2 i. 7 1 Bea 12 
Quebec, Montreal.and Southern .|.......-|.-....<<|..-..+-. 9 2 2 ea 11 
Wiindscrmussex andaluakke Shoress\can.. lt 2 cccn laces se. lence 1 1 1 a 
New Brunswick and P.E.I......|........ A pte ee Eee || meee 1 
British Columbia.......... Zrca et | Prater (Pets me RAE) | BR A ead | cece cae gS aan a ee jee Gee 
Michigan Central .............. 9 7 36 4 8 eri 53 
Menctonrand*Buctouche!...2) 2 cslicactessc\\-csc0. + MA Sy Bar Ses yoo ce ee Mee 4 2 
Centra leOncarl Omer were mee Salles he ele oan a5 1 1 1g | Seed a z 
Centrale Vermont -n eee 6 12 it 4 il al (rs oe ; 8 16 
Dominion Atlantica ee el eee... Body. Pay is aan ees Bl horace 3 
LSMUISCOUD Lane ee eee mee eee ee oli 4 Feast ince Sa be? des an eee 1 ott as Siok ok 3 
St. Lawrence ani Adirondack...|........ SENG le ee 9 See eal ges eee 14 
Morrissey, Fernie and Michel ...|........ 4 i! all anetoee|| 1 1 13 
Wancouver and WVictorias sn: f.- 224). 00s - < Abele eee 16 2 2 2 19 
DostonsandeMaimocwert cone cnet ede: eH A Ap Soe nears er nd| eee 4 
es orclond err Tee tlio fs Son et kata | eho seca ee Be on | Od | ae 1 
GitawasanavNeweViorlc:vee oven va csp csce oe chase oy I Set ome ge, ae 9 
Niagara, St. Catharines and Tor- 

OMG OS ae ee oor UAT clorots oe As Br ed hee S| hare on et Ore ora 2 1 2 ] 
Canadian Northern, Ontario ....)........ OO lex ees 33 2 4 2 66 
Montreal ang southern: Counties,|n04....<1.0- 2 oes lesen eeecl os oe ae ge s| teen ee ib Amcor 
Be yioi@ ainten-pe aaa ee IS Bbte soe 1 A ON leah au ect tee eee Tent 7 
Maine Centralia. fesse ae a5 dese ites ca | She eee net ice ee ster Ieee aay | ne tak Bie bye cmenes 3 
Hsquimalt‘and)Nanaimo......,./.0 .....|.0..6..- 2 1 1 af 3 2 

31 339 249 1,250 314 310 594 1,899 
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Svaremenr No. 3.—Showing separately the Number of Passengers, Employees and 
others Killed and Injured; and the Nature of the Accidents, for the year ending 


March 31, 1914. 


Passengers. | Employee. Others. Total. 
Character of Accidents. ——-- es fn ale) eee 2: ee 
Ke Ue kK A K. I. K, ik 
Darailmentsertn G7 aoe icces ecds nn  eee 3 aa Ws a Wy es a yf 1 Spe Oo esor 
Collision head on........-.. BR eee ee do Cl | en 2 6 27 Teilca tee 7 29 
Collision rearsenG. sosece pace LA conan aocnion eee eras 9 13 14 iS eee 14 23 
Collision mM yard! og eee wen sak Mie ne tet ot 5 Sete ean oie 18 ay 34 1 3 18 55 
Collision with cars standing foul of main line.....|...... dl cece 5 Peed iaee arene cya 8 
Collision with cars account open switch .........]...... 12 5 alle tekral\c : 5 17 
Oollision at level crossing. oc)... ins ara seone se aeele nome 10 1 TD Voces 14 1 39 
Highway crossing protected by gates... 2.0.5 ..c00l an [er esein tee 1 10 12 i0 13 
Highway crossme protected by bell. -o oe... 25 teen... ote stale eae ara 1 6 it 6 
Highway crossing protected by watchman........]. ....| .... |..s... 1 6 11 6 12 
Highway crossing unprotected. ... ..... .. «..|.... 2 10 42 74 44 84 
DISSE CEOSSIN Goin !s <n pole cece tele seis. T-lev 1 Siem eee ok |e 2 3 2 3 
Trespassing........ OF ea ED Oe he ioe : 9 12.) 229°)" P52 238.) 64 
Working-on or underengine, .«.2...-) ¢.22-2.-a0% ae 1 4 90 2 if 6 92 
NU CLASREEGE | cor, Aa bese ct acca et aha aN ieee Sch cele i 49 22 | 226 6 18 29 | 293 
Adjusting couplers coupling and uncoupling..... 1 10 5D a eee ay TL 4.60: 
Nyorking on track on bridget... ea. coe | ae el) eee eee 18 116 , a 18 | 117 
Falling off hand car, motor or velocipede.........] ... .|-...-- 2 BS a ie tere 1 2 30 
Hand car, motor, velocipede struck by train......} .. . |...... 9 13 cee, ee LOM evs 
Grawiliiic: UncerCars co s.ccd iv ccaesere ee oe oe 1 aoe 2 3), See eee oem 3 
Crawling between-cars.over couplers: | vi ib 2 Ssecslliete- ell g crete call eee cre eres eof etapa ee eee nel ah Vk Age 
Caugbt while passing through cars between 
GOUPLEL Sy ail sr-sitee dyuesalts a: Favvie a shucale Sears eo ee ee 5 4 Lae 6 | 4 
COATS isuatigung fouls fon hase. ast aaiecare Bete feet eke neers 2 LG Nee elo. apes 2' 16 
Struck by switch stand, water spout, etc.........]......[...6.- “4 20 1 Anyi’ OL 
Crushed between cars, buildings, platform, etc....]...... 3 4 ANN reactance 4 7 
Explosion’oflocomotive boilers. ic... cen dede csr ad |tcteiees all eset otellietees acral cttee cient ke eke sea er ae ete 
Falling off passenger train.................. uesire 3 14 3 Bh erin andes 6 Li 
Falling off tender while handling coal........ .. |......]....-- il 1 RN IPS oy ib x 
Falling off tender while taking water...... ......|...c.s|.-..5.|.s0- ae ese erties ers ene 6 6 
Working shops. tance cto choad Laie ee eee eee eee LOSI. she al coe eerste i. cele LO 
Riding on pilot of enpine..i0.. 2194-5 eave, eee clea haeee 3 ED Re Bes eae Sis] sel 
Overhead bidee- 3 e555. cas tor as ae eee | ene 2 SO loeb aca eee 2 | 3 
Repairing cars on repair track when moved by 
SUPING sa, corals aoe Routh bs) se eet Ry ae 1 Eli IS ARE ig mee La 4 
Falling off top of car while walking ‘over train....|......|...... 4 AQ I <a. ay 4 41 
Falling between cars going over top..............|..... Jeceeee 2 Oy er ere Lane 2 5 
Lraim parting and colliding... /cces108 On. va de elec dee ib 1 6 6 | 1 7 8 
Jumping otf train in motion. ..........ee eee a oie By Shine. ae Z| 935 
Attempt to board train in motion... ...0:....2.-|.-+<> 10 7 32 i | 3 8 47 
WY ABHOUG, «3. . obs Vaca 4/5! Geo sue WS MRR Ae RS ee les See A earn ae Rit 
Brides gave way oy Dornt....s5su0 4 0~ a vas fade Ge eh ee ER oe ete ¢ ay 
BAGCHROCIEOM «bac: irae soa woh magenta a eae On Ree oe ee 2 I. Dieses 
Run down in yard by switch or other engines or | 
MOVING Sareccer sc. Moda chee ue PO We 2| 12| 52| 52 2 ( bo! 64 
Passing too close around end of string of cars..... BR Weep i de eer, Pe aes ul 1 
Caught in frog, guard rail, or switch rod....... . |... |...se. i AAG «Soke tote oa 1 4 
Caught while throwing switeh, «) .o:2.ds<00. 02 soe meld kahas Meee Ae | cteeate hy eects 1 
Falling off cars while climbing ladders. ..........|......|eec ee/ecuees 1G Bie hs lence cleee a 13 
Falling off cars while working hand brake........|......|...-+. 2 TD iss Fame [aloe ore 2 12 
hdr Concer ITA AHIMOL, 2. ss jeunlaghaig ee ace ee ee LU Raeeertr sey tactical erro. ENE Stet os 
anGlinge Frere hi o..\ay 5 wecauka.8 heels ee ate ee eee Bae tt eee 
Handling O- COS. material; a: 2 ee ae ee ee ; a Pe oe a ey iS A : 50 
Building and ropawing 4 :<..cv suc weeks. ee eae ease oe 10 10 
Working in goal chute, 5.600), SA ak ee 43 if ; : Be ; a : ae a” 7 
Cars moved while loading ‘oriunloading,...0.% ui.) ele ae 1 5 trois 1 6 
Drawbridge open’... sal fur crsuaee oe ee ee tl ee es Dita: eames it 
Repairing cars On running track when moved by ia 
CO GING «ar» Sais Sarre eee BBG, 4 Cleo s A ER Oe, alee ae eee 4 re ee ey 4) 4 
Locomotive dropped crown sheet of fire box......|..... |...... 2 co ener pares | 2 4 
J 31 | 339 | 249 }71,250 | 311| 3810} 594 1,899 
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StaTEMENT No. 4.—-Comparative Statement in Totals of Killed and Injured between 
Year ending March 31, 1913, and Year ending March 31, 1914, separately for 


each and every Accident. 


: 1914. 
Character of Accidents. 1913. 1914. 
Increase. Decrease. 
K. Te K. i Ke Te ieee 1 
paiDeratlment eeeteey uct setts Sent lelrele fee oats cles 19 317 39 , 257 oka RA a ARSE oe 60 
Collistonshead Onn. ssanee eee ne eer 26+ 108 cf Do il ae ae lipsease eke, 7 
Collision rear end .......-..--.0ss.e sees eens e ees | 16 90 14 23 ae 2 67 
CUTS ios iia ia lee eo Gre SC nn CEE eee 8 51 18; 55 10 4 Vee sey ec 
Collision with cars standing foul of main line.. 4 2 ial oe SF noo. 7 Dale. eee 
Collision with cars account open switch..... ..... x ere 15 5 17 5 7 Mel ae Sesh 
Collision at level crossing. ..1...../..-0+0.+s. 20+ pace ara dee 1 39 | 1S eo eres |e re 
Highway crossings protected. ................+-- 10 14 17 31 Telesis 
Highway crossings Bares od. 29 48 44 84 TOA SG) teat eee! 
Private crossing..... ES RS RE A OE Dl: 2 3 Bae 3 Fated are ek. 
RPT eG passin Snows pens Ae Waka oles rate. ene OBI GAtGalee2SSalen 164 (Gree: | 48 1 SE Sree 
Working on or under ENGIN Oweme ke ck La sen ees see 4} 111 6 92 ieee vrsks | Soaaies 19 
Unclassified Se eg ee «ot a Ph AT eM Se oe 46 | 336 PA sl Ba! ed Cees eal iie raee ily 43 
Adjusting couplers, coupling and uncoupling... ... | 29 92 11 COM eee 18 32 
Workimevon track or bride J.4........68. »..2- 25; 227 BS ipctel 1 Vin] Sek torte | cote tek 7 110 
Falling off hand car, motor or velocipede .. . 8 47 2 Beal beacon (accsckee: 6 17 
Hand car, motor, velocipede struck ey trains. 16) 16 10 BBA Pree, (AAS 6 3 
Crawling under cars........... es Re ae Ea eee tel Some ras 3 Sal lates, De pers srs 
Crawling between cacs over couplers. Sent Sela SORE eed 1 AP eae Se Phony |oeeeige el hae te sea 1 
Caught while passing through cars between cou plers 7 | 5 6 2D omar © pene 1 i: 
EER RA GORE Rs tee ee aed ere | 3 2 16 2 BL Srp cee tell rebate 
Struck by switch stand, water spout, etc.......... =| Uae arse 4 21 3 oe eso heed rok 
Crushed between cars, buildings, platforms, etc. (is 9 4 LEW EMSs) ae 3 2 
Explosion of Pa hee ccc a hoa safe wae ow eae Wa bee eee Peat rere 
Aline Oth Passen Sek bla Meee eiyr alerts o.oo 8e oka aye 10 | 13 6 17 : 4 CT Pas 
Falling off tender while handling eral ak me eed amet ie 4 i 7 ft Ori certs | eee 
Falling off tender while taking water. ... ...... oes | 8 = 6 : SA aA 2 
Wiorking inl shop serra era ames) oe ce Dilek COC nites, 105 | ee eetrercnte Siew afl 
Rice rors pUOUOUONSIDGeas a mtk. Saale cee oss oar L | 9 3 14 2 Billoo. oeecos 
Overheadbonids Cunt awer ene Seti ae sts fe SE coe oe | ci o's ar ate 2 3 2 Shia eee 
Repairing cars on repair track when moved by| | 
GiiEuiORe un Ken | Rey Se ewes oe ane ota | 3 2 1 2 oka oi 2 | ol ee 
Falling off top of car while walking overtrain....) 10), 438 + A Vclb eae Hat Yate 6 | 2 
Falling between cars going over top .... ...-.--- 2 | 7 2 OHilews ee eosek lee eee 2 
‘Train parting and colliding ..............+.-.+:. 1 | 8 7 8 | Se eeeh a a erate anne 
JuMpims-ol brains mmMOwMON! ce vent. - ac dere i= ro 12 53 7 HO ee aes 2 De leiseast 
Attempt to board train in motion... .........--- 16 40 8 47 |...-. 7 § 1 
WAVEHO Ar wick» WEG NSE ASO CORSE enone ee oe meieiean! leer Bh on Seat ate bot We ate ned: Bi alee 
Bridge gave Way, OEMUUEN Gente ede sie mae een hee saeco clea es {ces Goatees everclear ener tete 
Bleebrocuted: 36 <aeh sazeh tnt Seep res touts SHlees te Dele eryalite see: ie cers: 
Run down in yard by switch or other engines or 
THOME R GERI) bob gos jovi g Qenmon wonpoae comer 55 64 56 64 | {ele aa Ae licn semen Soars 
Passing too close around end of Bini eLOL Cars ee titre ele 1 Ei at Lae shel |iniape st 
Caught in frog, guard rail, or switch pad elise 2 | af 1 AD serra cet ied 3 
Caught while throwing sw eile Oe ae 1 Bilicacr 0 ees lestace a 4 
Falling off cars while climbing ladders....... ...-|--+-+-- OTe eee LS ack shes pois tan ea 2 
Falling off cars while w orking hand brake. .-.-. «. Wee 6 | 2 12 2 el eee Ce 
Asphyxiated in tunnel .... ..... 0... -+ .++++-- cadcitaasete tierce 1 tel oe ecttg cee : 
Piapaling freight aero. s-. 6. sus cape lee e 3 52 | 1 45 j.... 0 [esses 2 7 
Handling OCIS material. reek Gor oR eae eat er . il 61 | 3 50 | Fike, Ne Ree es WIS cas il 
Building AUGET eae a meteors a se yea eri + Siileeeaes 1071S 2 4 a 
Working in coal chute .......... e..12+ eee ee eee 1 7 1 (0G eee noes ea Gea 
Cars moved while loading or unloading........-.- 2 3 il Oil tance 3 1 
Draw brideveiopen osias0- ss. s5 atest eae ee ness Rens eh elles sees Sa ec ai Nae GN rene | eect 
Repairing cars on running track when moved by " 
SUOINCRP Re ere Moai a sche» Nyack ae = alee 6 2 4 Annes 2 2 aes 
Locomotive dropped crown sheet of fire box....... i 10 | 2 4 | 410) Ae com fanicyc 
RA CeARG Meera shes ee cts eeu yetnta celine se ee G8 D129 eee cot 
eee re On wheel hk oad ys vx qa a So Sep ee Ae [emer eens SS i's ea ea 134 | 544 
CT hae: 
npnetceey one IOTE Me gee ta cians ai Repel, | a Rees > Sh Se sree” Se ris SE aa 49 | 332 


358 


RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


5 GEORGE V., A. 1915 


Statement No. 5.—Comparative Statement in Total of Killed and Injured between 
Year ending March 31, 1913, and Year ending March 31, 1914, for each Railway 


separately. 


Name of Railway. 


Canadian Northern Quebec 
Pere Marquette..... 02 ...... 
Algoma Central & Hudson Bay 
London & Lake Erie 


New Brunswick & P.E.I 
British Columbia... .. 


De gees > in eee k xy Gisy aha ae terete ital stated are 


Oshawain. oan. 


Shore. eee ree (Oe | 


1913. 
Kak 
179 | 451 
300 | 500 

45 | 544 
31] 189 

mi le ed 

9] 93 

rae eee. 

i 1 

2 2 

3 6 
vee [otis 
7 

1 3 
og fer 

20] 114 
be cae 

2/ 15 

2 6 

i eee 
gs 6 

rap as. 

a AN a) 
ii eer. 

Fo en 

12] 32 
5 ge 

WG yl eh 
eee 

ya 
Re 1 

| 1 © eels ou 
to. ay 2 
1 1 
Ridtcgeart ad 


1914. 
Increase. Decrease. 
I Ke Hp K. if 
4458) eh eee 8 3 
482 164) ap la 18 
BOGS eo see | ee 21} 238 
TO (Al aces |e 14 32 
Loh eae Spe ae 19 
5d 1 3 Ae 38 
oy: al ee 34 Sapien 
Fe A had mr tan. . 1 
2itins SI RO ee iL 2 
DS is see, 7 3 EIS, 
rk lls ahica tee Re ee eee 
[PE oeera i i ten 1 34 
11 Z "| eee ene eset 
EL NPE Say) 5 Ren SORA eR ERO 2 
Rip) ee ae 3 tal Meera eet a 
aoe Penance tte a Ren tet 1 
58 Fel Se ae 8 9 61 
2 4 Zyl ae | cree 
DO ae Le (ger eel eae 
16 6 aS Aeares etn 
Bo list acne dae 2 33 
LAs so Dd rare eee | es 
13 1 BS ee oes es supe 
TOG Aen i 2 
4 4 El etal, 
2) LOMAS Meech eee 
J ae 9 LH ctinee 
it 1 US See Nota 
OG cere 34 LON eats e 
My: Plime heel aol aos 
andl eae Wye | 18 
Salen Sal ect oes 
2 3 Silden teaae hae 
ttc (ee Aes eee ae Sita ceeree 
Be ee | Peer Eas 
ere | emer | ee bai b: 1 
Ae Ree IME Ee | lore ST ere 
er ee ees 2 2 
$iueh Lin <xttsrle seal ea 1 
ar PUI ake rr Fe bec ls 
fii 1} Bbc ceshelh-ly wef hee ats 
Pers een | am ek 84 | 474 
SE hake cmon: 49°] 332 
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Srarement No. 6.—A Comparative Statement of Killed and Injured between Year 
ending March 31, 1913, and Year ending March 31, 1914. 


Passengers. | Employees. Others. Total. 


| 
ae 


Weanending Marchal, LOLs ce. en te teen ae - 91 | 410 | 303 | 1603] 319 218] 643 | 2231 
SAW OLAS ee aN naa « aay eacehe 31°). 339. | 2497 1250 | 314 | 310) 594 | 1899 
pe reks Pirate | ee aE 
TneneacOrOvorg ORO cece i eee eee pene eee 9 10 | 92 | 


Decrease over 19182042. .2 see. ss 
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SrateMeNT No. 7.—Showing Collisions attended by Personal Injury investigated 
during Year ending March 31, 1914. 


File. Date. Place. Railway. Killed. | Injured. 
Inv. 
2644 |Mar.16...... Se o| Mcleod SS. DS MAIA TS ys ane eee @3Pi Rene ie Leal ees 
Dion Nan. cot arms sete Sudbury, W. of West Mile Board ..... CoP Rat 2 abee eee 22 
ZOOU GD walescs oe acer Port: Moodyen cs ae -sen tenaee eeee @ TPP Rar caen 5 2 
2674" |Hebs Det saeees es Sb Gregor: site ty tee ee a eee C.NARMAie de eee ane 1 
2686 | Maric2/i5. Panes Dorval | miloleastes aes aie KOM scl a egret eth ee Bi. 3 
OOD Ebr AB in seen aoe AUDIT Waa kG Sit cs annem PI CANG Rin Abel aa ae eee 2 
200 4 Beppo once ee ces Middleton sci ot aoe ne tae CLPURS wasdoulntacecan 1 
2107 | Janie <9 in ese. ons aH ROENIO Warde ene heen MURS SANDS aN ee a 
2726 |Mar. 12. ..1.%. ee ae Harrison! Willa, ee te eee eee CEBU eee 1 1 
204s | ebs git. salen eee ae Aberdeen; Sask). 2.0 eee eee CEN UR ay ten eee eee 1 
AROOME AT, e LOS Achmet es Trond ont cj acer ee ee erence Ge Rises tree eel eee 3 
PBT, | ASDETS 205 welt eee Ashcrofti. ss acta. ae eee CuR Reta IL Oise ee tage ete 
ZO aA Tel Tiedecceccsen o.8e Ronovito: 3.7, Ot oras aee ee erieine Goya waeee 1 2 
POL APA DEV aanG ae ree tet. White Rivert ase, tie ee ee eee BOM Bel nie, Nae 1 1 
2793 Mar. 29... .5.02.005 Georpetowni 5 uckhkee ten eee GAT Retake aes ee 1 
Zags oye WWE ala DE eee dae eee Fort Rouge. 23. aciveg seaman eres ae GUN. Fincktngiaead scien core 1 
DEST CUA A: pana eee Metritons. «oA: io aerate a eee nee Go Reco ee eee if 
DOALARA DES SOS ta sarctoctone Huntingdon ailacep alls hoster Tae ee EN 6 Ad Dal ne ee a IRE net + AR 
SOT MIME S Seyitae., ose Renfrew 2.55.0 oo ee ee ne Gale RES eel ech a 
SSA VL AV LO ten ae ee Smiths Falls Yard............-. ee tee CuiPR a tee ae Sn ope 1 
Beso MApre LS! Sawa u Welland | Ontirs eset eee eee WGI Ny he Ga ae 1 Naeee e ee 
orien Win y oe oe Chesterwilleds «= nas ene en ee Cs Rib Seal Se eae a 
deh o) AILEN S| Oi al WA Aes eer Poplar Pout. vanes. eee nee CiPAR Ae : it 1 
ZSSOMMUNG: Die, vyienie cai Tofield #Altas.206 seo oe ee eee Ga ae eee fest (ae ee eae 12 
Beuceeane ml Omen es, nee Ogden...... hints Arayei with iolc mote oestrone CuPaRieo Seka Diss 2} ate teen ee 
DO fen caiye al Gers me mee oe Windsor. ota ale ee eee ae Wialbash 4: aeons oe 8 
Z80dn io une 16.92... o 4.8. Middlemissiig en csp  eeee Wabashiai oslentecren 3 
A303 No une: 19s noe en St. Armand: pennae eee eee C@ VisRras nom cetera : 1 
29S NG 20. ee Montrose, Yards. ke cee ee ee IMEC Roxy. siel sata tems 1 
2940 |June 23. 0.6... cae, Montreal, Richmond Steet ees sg pee GARGS ae : hoe 3 
2964 June 24.00. «...... London, Diamond crossing, Dundas St. ne Qo Oba eaves amet: 16 
y. 
BOUTON ULV OO ee ete ees St. Catherines Yard. ).4. ease ose ee GETS ie ee 2 2 
2980 WJuly 9 B-.... 0.6 sia Winnipeg: Mian) 2 aia tga es Wits bus hee: wi tee ceeds 2 
2901 Mar Biss cee NOt ry ee ae ge Vee tag ET, ae (BRR. ct boasiler ase ee 1 
ZHUD WARS IO2 aac) «uae Tres Hcoreuilas.<..: thn cele gta CONGO Tae ence eet eke 1 
BOZOA AUS MOT. wt ee Richmond <.3..e5 ov y hee GET Renter ceke aioli state G 1 
SOs Ang 1 4i ee 'Tetreaultville Diamond Crossings. 1... C.N.Q.& Mon- 1 3 
treal Tram. 
BOOB Aue Fate c cow ate North Bay Junction.....,. .ses.sc..0- roe yae ey tall ease te ee 1 
oh CO Po eee Between MP; 46 and 47... 25... th ana bate its be os eee : 6 
BOOT WANG Le v5: We ik ote Gananoque Junction.. .. ...........- GU Riva to oememeaes re Z 
3058 |May 30... ....... |Toronto, Bathurst St Ichi ere Gee Rigas arse seme tee 1 
3076 |June 19........... South Coinston, 5 5 poles north.......... CON. Rigi dus sfemeetartees 1 
SOM taaTLe 1G) ase ee Aberdeen Coal ay ROE wis Genre EH Os aot ae wee 4 
OMS Tan kop wees aan o, |Hamilton, Aberdeen Yard............ eee Bee alee, cco 4 
BURY Aig OT ee Sac a Turcot West Yard.............. AEG Ges Eien 1 3 
DUS Marae cree ee Wearisteadscc.ceice oe ee en eee (AD. Rink eee eat Oe cee nat 6 
S086 July. 26252654. 52) Maple’; sonhe. ek ac ee eee COLL Nal Voorn om 4 1 
BOSS ASOD bod dace . ea wee Edmonton, Alberta Avenue. .......... art Bix tiie Stal tec meres 7 
PROG VANE. BO ces vida Peterborough, Charlotte Street........ GPR. PS Ated 8th MOA Oe: 5 
SO Amp: O38) es au Milespo'04 4. ants noah eee ee Hiei) eee pn Pere 
3118 Oct. TB a Sccreee ae Leaside Junction ...:............ BRC OM ci Lap ee Rien LNs et 1 
BEBO NOT) Oy vin.) aks ohh Kingscourt Jnnction..............0... Gi Rig vcvecson 3 2 
3157 Dec A194. eee Metagama, } Mileage SET, lacoca Be ota a ee shee Ete eree ee eA oie et oe 3 
3165 ‘May Dae en. Callum, + mile GaSb. Ain hie eee oe BO Sarl Seen a lls ane Gah 6 
3167 jpept. Sie eee eS, M.P. 46° 5, White River Subdivision ..|C.P.R.. ......|........-- 10 
3183 bot ae Sa ee Mileage 31, Megantic Subdivision....,.|O.P.R... 2... |..eeeeeee: 2 
3189 Oct. aerate: Ba a Pardee West Mile Board wee eee CPR ee a 5 3 
3190 Pa Re ie so | Niaoara Talis ras cans sees Sekt toe | ee ote : 1 
3191 ‘aoe 1 Y had ee eS North Regina, Fifth Ave.............. CAN. Rat SoS Gilinaeec ae: yi 
Rae |_, RY: 
meal INov. I isc ec cases Sudbury Vandel se ee ee GIN: Reiects cate athe eee 3 
3241 |Dec. 24 Sad oleae Brockville = ghacg Poe oh te Re er A Won et ee ee iL 1 
3245 Sept. 30............ [nll Dake, Bask 2g ite eed CoP Riwcnet Fon eee 4 
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StaTeMENt No. 7.—Showing Coiisons attended by Personal Injury investigated 
during Year ending March 31, e214 —Concluded. 


Date. Place Railway | Killed Injured. 
eda iat eneninis Ae 1 open ee sale EEE a ge || 
| | 
WDECARe SD eee ena Reston, Man. Arcola Subdivision...... (Cl Ree oe | ea wey bee 
Decay ote spess cat Humbolt, West end of Yard.......'.... (CLIN ARS Sk eee ene 1 
Decks e.g oe Saat Aberdeen MEAT cee ake. idm Barca bee cate Pace 1 
1 BY 17 fs a eed em ...|Mileage 79°5, Portal Subdivision....... OUP Ree ee 1 3 
Dees Catena ee Oshawa, 1 Bais ere) GA Le rae a a ae GD Re 1 2 
dD Pevenaie (i Meee tare ee aes KGS WLE) WU) aY Shee rats geen anh 2 neg ae aE GUT ee ew tee. aoe it 
DGG Aro Gertie nea ‘Cainsv Niles eanrlesteast.,. 2) ese ee GureR= He epee 2 
SeuAP cual Osea ee Ne ‘McAuley Ai unction i SA RIN arene Eas Oo (AEDS eae iret Dehn scree iP 
1B eke i beens aes eee Resconsheldveerrn eerie aces ne GaP IRE hal. eee ig z 
Heb Petite Reb n OCta Wa wee Ree MacNee ee ea ae GST Risew 282s" hore aes 1 
eaneen Lote. AL OVONM COMM Etat Reta Te, ere ptr ae ce GARBER Soe Sadi eee epee 3 
Deck 26820 Shc |Mile 994, ‘Chapleau Subdivision...., .. GSRAR Ra eit 2 be Sis 
Sian LA eee ee NE aviGl ack ne etenn ae eet mtg Wea oe) CaP. Sears 3 
LEY ra Wipe cael eee ae Burysstation, east) Ofae. 1c. 6. ded) eh oes CONE SRE eon DY 8B Ge 
NG Leaps). tee le eer Outremonh. Vando% oss CURR Rec aeeth ene | 1 
Hob qel Gate seh ce iBelleviie, A lta acy sekent aust COESERS yee A a) Cote a eS 
lsew webs SanGee anes Ss Mandaumin,.: Ont: se eine ae ee Grebeinie tasaas. 1 Sees 
Web. Get eee yee Montreal, Pt. St. Charles, ‘Bridge Stes Scieer SOE US ei acee Ge 3 
y. 
PANOrUL Fl «nevi Werte: Berlin, Wellington St. Diamond....... eo Re GS bone eee 10 
y- 
37 214 


362 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


5 GEORGE V., A. 1915 


Srarement No. 8—Showing Derailments Attended by Personal Injury investigated 
during Year ending March 31, 1914. 


} | 
File. Date. Place. ; Railway. Killed. | Injured, 
Inv. 
| 
2600 | Reb. 13) sae ota nea Powossan, 8 miles south. .%...)....aee¢ Goat Rig cesta metas M4 
2609 (Oct. 85) J... co0|oarkin, 14 miles west. .n..9eu eee P52) Be (ORO Pi llenteeee oe 11 
Abr Decy. 20% cafe an. eee Tiny, Sask.c.. soko kate eee ee CLIN: Gant areata 2 
2680 Aipra 135.1. ee bane St. Lambert, 3 miles south..... ...... CoRR eres 6 13 
AAS Mate LOL eae Mail éage'G/c5, ae town en See PT Oe wd See Bae rt eMC is 
Bios: | Lave clO bee ome cs (Rawdon, T miile‘southie, sectienceeee is (CANE) Poe Sis Felli a 2 
SOO" (APE oe feet \Brosseau Junction ...,....... Ae ens (Endl toed nes, een aa ei 3 
27 Ecol @atbtedy Uae aaa. Mileage 1 181 SE ee eee ae ad ACHING ESS erga Mab eie, Seer me 1 
2759 |Apr. 16....-. x Mileage 7 pay Caro Maen er Rn cease Best LOG EAIRy Saige > sieihe ata 2 
OZ eM ATI Olean Woindbowt:s 3 iid. soca vad ae bee eter ne eat ne ee 4 
2825 |May 22........ * \Metford . asa '4 ioral RED EE Ce oe lea CV UR sensei eee 1 
2842, May -4) oa eee, si Miledoe 10s <p. Ja. Sale COE ter ok CsPaRhia sce Ty inetecenee: 
2893: ADT. 4 10:4. aaas ees [Milesoe' 36°85 0s fue sce eee ee GaP HEV eae 2e oa eee 2 
Z2O044.A pret Lpie eer cians ist. La Waeneesss. 4 =< occn eee GR Ride, Stel eee ee 1 
2860 },Jnne 23.5 |... Mileage MO ec eet ease beso hone eee 5. CNR erence lb eee 4 
2861 |June 19...0.2..... es River Subdivision: 2.20 ee CEN ARO nee alee eee eens. : 
2867 |May 29..... .....-|M. P. 36, 14 mile west of Strome...... Os ERG. © ote DY itreaee coe 
2873 ‘June 25..... whe: ‘Ottawa, Mileage 3, Chalk River Sub.../C.P.R........ 8 69 
Zoe We wnestD:, . pack 7-4 Duxton senile Westas sae. pee eee INES CUR Gas ci Ste ee ee 1 
2980 | June 24.052: 2.5.0.1 [Achonvale 05 jak? s2.ca et oa eee US AM WALA eerie emt feet nn 3 
ZOOFA UNG 22) sey cece St. ATMA \ 4.305 e-book Meee Sener COVA ee noe eee if 
200 (UNG: PH... ..- 5... 1k Orignal, 14+ miles westae.sene eee CANO ea ee eee i 
COA) Si Oueel <5 es on 5 Ae MOP 1053. le ok eee rece eel Wal Bans eine Ankh. il 
2927 \June 29...... due | McGee. mile westiol. anes. ete C.N.R. . 1 
2929) | June 15..........- Calgary, Dodsland \ 25.0242 ee ee a GLUE BS, 25 o: pale ae eee 5 
2930) May (31.5. fa h<e0. |Pasweoin. Hastieaecti ie oe a eee ee [CONTR on ee ee ee 5 
ZOD O ehh Ul veo a Sag (Rort Erie: 5..24( 4%, costes eee ene ee LE a Ie aeneaecme | Meinl ke 1 
2966 |July 26 .. ....... {Urabe oh pain nice eee ae ee Gece as We geegll a eee 4 
2969 jAug. 15........ Oe her nevacciis le ANd Benton ano eh An ok cu! Wabash: ova eee 9 
DOCS MeNGL ya eae aa eae ‘Vaudreuil Station :..te wee eee LG DST eee ae 1 
BOLE Hues lle. 5. Maskolkea a ard sauna nen erent nnn CiPe Rhee eer ee il 
3021 |Ang. 22 .... . Ottawa Nepean Yard.. Priori Le ee ein ein. 5.9) Se er : 1 
BUee ayby BE oe ee ‘Mileage 383, Ottawa Subdivision ..... IGS Ree 5 2 
3060 Aug. 13...... ..._.|St. Boniface, Highline: Seasons b CONSE cent oe eet 1 
3067 |Sept. 18.......... .|Mileage 13, White River Subdivision .. C.P.R.. ..... Be Wee eA Pa 
SOFIMADE. ico a 2 PE Stanley TM eg. |P.M.R seo Ol ara ay tats i 
DOSE May iD. 252 oe ‘Renfrew Junction... ee. cara Ol er etre a ee 1 
BOO VARI Et O35 Ves a North Edmonton, Sidetrack..... (CONES Ea rn ails ee ae 1 
SOMO Gt wee a ce ee [Queenston s. 9552.5 <aey sven ee MOR e ces iz aot 
SOT S Septet Don. ad shes s ‘St. Anns, } mile east of. ........... EP tbe aly ed beaters | Pier eee? 1 
3135 Si) ora eae ee ge ‘Between ‘Renton and Jarvis.. ......... Ce ea) arte PM Hae ore, BOW Shee 12 
old lINOvs Bon ores are ‘Moose Jaw Yard, west of Switch....../C.P.R.. ...... 2 8 
oh ST A Se (Letellier &."..1,.2.4 ee eee Cee ane \OUING Risse crcl 8 tae ace : 
SIO Awe. 20 Set5 bok.) Mileage 46>Schrieber Subdivision... .|@sbstiaree: alaseneee a: 8 
B164 Nov. Bos... coal ‘Puce, ‘Limile west Of. ae eee eae NEED goctond eal os, Sn ar 6 
enon |NOy. 21 ce. igips |Heron Bay, Mileage 72................ 3 A eee Ll, eae 
Stig Oat: Bay. < v.55 ‘Shonts, Alta., Pellettes Rd. Crossing ..|G.T.P.. ......| .... ..-- 1 
8177 |Oct. 13...... .... |Jack Fish, New Yard..... ......... CORPO mtn «|e iach 1 
DAO ING. tace 26. ee St. Lamberts, between St. Henri and. 
: 2 (edt. St. Charles ene. cee em IG DR ease 1 1 
SPOOR O etke M. P. 1,175 5, East end of bridge ....... Cal MeL ath tt Mean A Hae reser: be 
3214 Och 2s eee ae Headingly - A ates eee [CRINMEGE “oeehe olaieeee nee 1 
BEPOS DOR BO 26 ota ules SL, TO! Owen Sound Subdivision .../G.P.R......../.... 1... 1 
3220 |Nov. 20 ......... -|Pt. Credit, Brick Co’s. Siding..... .... AE oy! We rete got, bie ee can j! 
aed Wee TO. acter, owe Yarker, 2 miles west of.............. (ORNL a cabo aie 3 
BESO VCR Te od vas oe (Ekfrid, Ong) > y.a5 Wazeees coe TE Ag ee om «oe ate we neh 1 
8262 Decree ian) Bane Mileage (Ria Portal Subdivision LOR a! oe 1 3 
8269 |Dec. 22...... ... |Meath, 4 mile west of, near Pembroke .|C.P.R...... 1 2 
cl De Sa. Bape pears Chin: a ‘Bar, FINS Wes bes sa. dete NCE tha era ty Uieen PeeNeeS 1 
3279 7 ae ie ae Mileage 2661 +, North Toronto.........-. IELNeEE Rs eee 28 
3287 Jan. WD sckaxaet as South March......... 2... Re LC al Wl Ste ee yl Nome st or 1 
3322 ae et eh ee Mileage 94, Smiths Falls Subivision. ... ate’ EM aioe cece } 10 
3332 Webs Pis. asd. aa Near Casselman. . 108 wigs Se en ee ee (Gee Reed 1 ieee ae 
3365 |Mar, 21............ Mileage 21, east of East Don.......... CONC RS Laee epee ce 4 
otal seg Ses 34 2 
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poeenbes ae ae, Be = 
Iny. 

2oi2eiMiary glee ees Port Hope, John Street. muse UAl steeper Ral eens reid Se 1 
2673 | 4 Cie Rasa SER Port Hope, Barrett Street...... ey God Nid nde 1 
2679 i ieee. eee Peterboro, Simcoe Street........... .. G ine 8 eee te eae came SP 1 
2687 | Jette nitiecae ye Pt. St. Charles, Hibernia Street ......! Ge DSSS heel ts tt eee 1 
TO earth | Oi cays cpa es Montreal, Guy: Street. s22.ikcrs.+. 5. nies We Ra eR eRe ae: 1 
2721 Tea ge ee See Montreal, Versailles Street ......... AIOE egos Rete ee 3 
ZRZAVADIE, Me lees th oe an Pt. Du Lac, Crossing 3 miles.......... CrBinieicaces Fe ciel 1 
Pap asa 2) oy ae bs ee Mount F orest, Queen PULOOt Ae cee et te zai Men ake on ol Mee ee 1 
CLEA IN Eis Dake tee on London, Waterloo Street... 11... KC gaa Mee eee a freeones | 1 
225 Meh, 45 sn ee Dav idson, Road Crossingvus.-. sae LOSI ETE. tres [eee game an 1 
Zool SAE 20a ee ‘Mer ricksville, First Public Crossing...|\C.P.R... ; | ee, ate 
OD Me ae 20 ek dy 5 ‘St. Boniface, Archibald Street......... Whidden. Lee, pee | 1 
DEO OU| Meu OUe We cites. 2 eens Burwell Street.. .. ......... Stl Rites AYE teas ah pete | 1 
2791 OCA hsaiien Sense cHNCe? ' sia Rt nea Darang agi ch ee le HG ea ell Die ee eee Raga actin kee 1 
ADORE OD: eats, Woodstock, Wrlson Strestin mace eee: Ser ashame Lt ae eee 
ie al ate awl Olesen soe London, Talbot SS brep ive ule lis es IGT RG ar, ee enser one il 
ROL NEMO ci tit ete Cap St. "Martin, Public Crossing....... CEES: aa eee 1 
2762 [May 8.. Berthier J unction, Public pea Blast |e eee sof 2 Wie ares Banks 
ALOR AD tea O Mea eran. ke Deville, 2nd road crossing west. S| Gee 1 ae 
Poli hete Sokn. | | CAE a Deena: ZNUTOUA SVV.CLINGLON Stine enn ee ee [Gree Euceten foul er ac ee eee | 1 
Hee y |G Cou a DE es la SO Hamilton, Bailey wtrect causes aaah Bd Deol BY oa tone eres | 1 
2816 | un ae cares oes Maxville, Ist CLOSSING{ Bas Na ete (AE EGS rei | een eae 1 
2822 " Se ae mr Hochelaga, Cuvillier Street........ Poe SING Ore. a ape eae iF 
ZO er wl aes, Mane ok : Montreal, Fulford IS OLOC hire. a eetrene erie KC he Seen rae SL ee ees eee 
ZOOS AWA DIOL fra tee eee. Foxboro, crossing 2 miles east......... Ged Mi hee ie beth 2 
749199 le UME A Oe ee Pe apa Mileage 22. (ee ape TGAPYS bs aes of Soil) 8 hers lta ote ee cae 1 

INIATEITIS ICE. 1 cis Sten AS ica aes kere See | 

ZEO2 noire LO were eee St. Madeline, crossing east of.......... Grd Bad a. IL Puliwrayt eat Baae 
28603 40 une 1G at oe nan Montreal, Papineau Riadsniten lena Crab Seh scene ee ee eesciore 1 
2864 | on Tie " Mountain Street.. pie CANT Hee By pan Je | Waniitiea a cee 
ZO OY anya 20 eae eet Decourculles Stun aieasese CMDR aoe Th Peri a oes 
2878 \June-W5 >= ks a. : Nissars Falls, Huron Street..... Se COR fee alae i 
Paces | Ams nl Wier ee eee Burlington Jct., Brant Street.......... \C2PaR: sh Soe ae a, eee 
Pmetorau ili Eni ol hain a saga St. Thomas, Moore Street. ae... eetere IVES ae] eee eer IS ce ee 1 
OO NU ya OR te meee | Sandwich, GROssin oy castiOheaeeee ere ee Werle dla. 1 Rac. 
OU) UNOw elletenct ster wi nahic ‘(Guelph Jet., Edinburgh street......... GATS eee 8 Dhetys cae as 3 
ZS A Me ha i'd ee aoe oa a Burlington Job., Brant House crossing. |G.T.R.:..... 1 OP eset i 
2938 | Oe ie 8 Vancouver Island, McKinnon crossing. |H. & N....... uM i 
OI Urine lO ee ee" 27. UOMO ysis en. a aeura ete meee \ CBA as = alte oe eer. 1 
OAS ay eli] Vere Aer eee ee Cobourg, University ayentie: sniee aces! On Letoen, co: | 1 2 
O08 Nduties 20s) et GlenshRiobertson. sr etee ae ater Nex Erase arg 1 Reet 
ZOE Sia acy COP Mis nae: Massonw Crogsino= wesba mee asertie ran Om biti dass = | 1 i 
20D mn Oe ee eee Havelock, Concession street..... ...._| (Cai ets: Neste ores ee ie 
2953 |June 27.. Wolverton, road between Lots (Gland 0s} Oe Pe: Minteer eee - jee ow ee ae 
2954 |July 25.. . |Colborne, lot crossing + mile west...... ees ti Cee ie ii eco Oe 1 
Av aeye||" siphe iene ho) : Cobourg, Ontario strect en ees CEN Ome. 1 ara 
2900 a Sil US) ee eee Port Dover, St. Patrick street.......... (GEMS Riser. Lue letter 
ZOOOE ARO), eke we en Moffatt, first public crossing west...... |sSied Fed 8 rena | 1 1 
ZOO ACT ree Rae ee 5) Clarkson, first Crossing 6astecaas eases GAR a, SE Pate ites 
2962 \" DE vont: London, William street. ............. Ge Rees arr ie series 7 
Zoos ame (Lsc8s, bios: Stoney Point, Tecumseh road........-. G.T.R 1 
POCO s Sitly SUS ec bs cote 2 Welland, Muir street ............... PIVERS Ce Rice ce ch ohiart te vertices 1 
ole) Aner Aa oa eke ok. Townsend, public crossing east......... iM. CUR Sie ase 1 nk 
ECR one ical (Uae eee en a Montreal, Rose de Lima street......... ED gee. [rset conse ih 
PAS} SOT) ood Es Ue ng oe i Lachine, ‘Tenth avenue...... 0.0.0... Rese Ce eee dt ae, eyotatercters 
ODOM UNOC 20 sete etna. al Marieapolis, Dba kaleshreabiccm ae su C.N. LR oe eerste tees 1 
OU mA UO een Sec Aen ax ‘Svarboro, Danforth TOA EER ae erie ols Fock reece Rare eres a 
SOO oly —20 en. esos ee Wyoming, crossing 1 mile east......... GaAs: re Ts lin ete 
OVP AUS ESO nee te tcc Winnipeg, Godfrey avenue............ C.P_R. ee i er ence a 
3013 | on Oh Hastings, first crossing east............ G.T PRieeen oh lem onsets d 
SURI fS na hor A ar |Montreal, Colborne street....... Be ste ie G.T.R eens : 
BUSOU epamel laces, 25% ‘St. Justine, crossing west of station..../G@.T.R.......|...... .. 

BOA ewe La Ae oe 2. (Britannia, Ist crossing east............ |G? vivarsercses Lee eee 
SUP SPSIST=\ 8) oa ee ee ei ‘Little St. Martin, 1st crossing west.....C.P.R........ | |epeh Sek ca napeea 
UE Rr aed be eee .|Montreal, St. Laurent CLOSSING 527. .Jea- AGILE Petes oan ce eoeens 1 
3050 it Dee ee iSt. Martin, Cote du Sud crossing...... IC.P.R Bid ee es an 
SO (ae ANI Oy D7. hess aac ‘Port Colborne, Bush Street............ C te Ate R Se ool ea eee ie : 
BODSMDSED Uae of. <s.s coas sc St. Hilaire, first crossing west.... .... iG. T. Ss : 
SHEEP ES Fv ee St. Hubert, public.crossing west. .... 1G.J.R.. sss. ela. ae 
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9.—Showing Highway Crossing Accidents Attended by Personal 


Injury investigated during Year ending March 31, 1914.—Continued. 


| 
File. Date Place. Railway. Killed. | Injured. 
Inv. 
BOSD Oct. Wiig ace oe Sherbrooke, Alexander Street.......... OA 2 tie ade tata Boe 2 
BU96n)| Aug LD ee featies Farnham, Main Street........... Ve RA OSB IROL Ss ace ieee a eeee 2 
SLOlsSepte 2h as) bases s Chatham, Diamond crossing.: ...... Ol Rel A Pe eS ee eS 1 
STOVE A Ue One ee a eee Renwick, public road:southen: asec e ee esIVE TEU ave ats llaeatsr ea ane ese 1 
SlOStOctiy 26.5 occa era Buxton, road 200 feet west of station...|M.C.R.. .... gO gene eee 
SEUSa Sept Bona hee a Souris, First Avenue crossing......... Hl yd Ath cree S| rh sols Sao aes 
3120 VOCtz Sac mae ert Hamilton, Ottawa, oureetiy a. eee Getic soe aes 1 
S15 iin an ZO ../Quebec, Gosford Street, St. Roch...... CSP RFe Saas: ce ees af 
3129 | on 3. .|Edmonton, Namayo Avenue..... oye CLIN, Ia ose 2. Patek erty 
SEO ATIC 2 AB Melee feria Lime Ridge, crossing east....:........ Mi Cui ira te ate octet 2 
Biol | Octs dgeeneeae. a2 |Alfred, crossing at M. P. 27...... .... Cobain vaeise ances re 2 
SISG A) rie choke eee nes oe London, WillinatiStreet ioc 202 een ce etn eee cles sR Pe cee cate 
SISO nea 1 ak sole Oonrene Sudbury, Him Street: Yess, oe (CER AR Fete ais Wallsreceepere ive ih 
SNES Talh gia AOU fee Pie eer Puslinch, crossing at M. P. 440........ GARSRi ay case 4| alee 2 
SLOT trig 2G dunce ewe Durham, public crossing west.......... Ogea heats S Oia Pee. 
OLOOGUIE sain) (ce ees ee Winnipeg, Main Street............ AICAN Rees Bet Fae, we 
3169 | 1 OA aetna Three Rivers, Bonaventure Street.. CUPS Re i rar teats ae 
SlTOM ne 20 ....|Pinewood, crossing between lots 8 Bid SHON EL. eerie. tones eee 1 
Sb BT 29 0) 7 eee meee Brampton, Queen Streets ee saves ee CAE ea isaet iL ea. 
SLLOMOCE ROLL eo .c o Pec oe Walkerville, crossing 2 miles east...... GM Re Sacer BL CAT atetsy sin 
SLT MSEPt BU). wiscatlee ees ‘Toronto, Cherry Street... 2.22... 2... Oe) RR MRA I Wars 0h «ate i 
DUSLRCNOVTEROT 2 Pt. So . ce Brunner, public crossing east. . . ..../G.T.R........ af 
BIS4 a anlO eke tae Hull, C. P.R. road GFOBBIEG syn bee Gab Re ea. tse emetinee 1 
LOD eri, ede. peters nye che th Alliston, first public crossing south..... CBR teeta pie cane ets 1 
BLOOM OCt. sO neue clare Lorie Park 22, icc: eee HIG Ratieisale Oleac sea 2 
ANU Mi cunt ees Se eae is cea Glencolin,. public crossingeast of ....... GuibeRityeactes i ae 
DAVT HIN OVeR Su ke dels Montreal, St, Ambrose Street.......... GalaReoes eee DR eelaee cee 
A US5s || a Ue ES ore Montreal, Hibernian road crossing..... GER ge aoe lene ook tees 1 
3207 |Oct. 25. _|Elmvale, - crossing Ist mile south... ... GRR Bee aleve i 
LLB ee uae eee seiecey Aereras Rainy River, Little Street............ CaNcRue peel acer 1 
DALE MSED Os w1O sc sie cies ot tal Edmonton, Willow Street............. Gio Pncieoeaee eee 1 
Beco |OCl SAB ak co can. oo Sheho, first crossing Gagb.uelo aces eke sys ConA 1 aor: 
Loe NOV TOs yom cls dae ere Toronto, Bloor :Streetermaenn eer eae. Gute er aoe 1 
On al se ies oe: Ramee ae Boucherville, Chemin de Lac crossing. ./Q.M, & 8 a 2 
SDH ER OLaps a GT) ater re Keewatin Street crossing, tare ese di| ORES ace aioe Tl rene es 
3257 |Nov. 27 . ....)9t. Thomas, Centre Street. . |e sl OR ale Sar i 
S200 Wieck 13 - eno. ..|Point St. Charles, Charlevoix Street...|G.T.R....... |.....-.... 1 
BOOM NIN OM Oe ood hee ion South Durham, St. Laurent Street. . GB Rieed nose ieee neo 
3268 |Dec. 27. .| Fort Coulonge, "Boom Street........-.- OsPARt acs piee i ee eee : 
SPASP ALTE cb 0s ae Pee ees Poronto.Trinity Streehess 4) eee eee GE hee oe 1 
COCR Mae? Peel cect. oe oe Montreal, Atwater Avenue.....,;:..... OB Ree onan pt eee 2 
SHALE) went aed Ir Sa eee el aed South Indian, boundary road ... Gr DE ews ces dS eete Atma 
So0l | Dee. 232. =... ..|Thorndale, Main Street......... Rane Ged skvaeec sees bE A eae, oe, x 
SOUL St. PRED see .. |(Steelton, North Sireatav schemes ewe. GSPERT atc te alice meaneh eer 1 
3307 |Nov. 10.. . Armilla, east mile 4°76 «yaaa 125008 CUPS weenie Ty, Wrectwmeerrte 
3308 |Feb. 5.... ......./Chatham, crossing 2} miles north...... CS aed Date rena Iie. te 2 
Bele joann, Mace ese Sapper ton, Brunette ~treet..... ...... Nagy Biota Sige ten cach 
SLOT AL IGCIN stn. oon aa Saskatoon, Thirty-third Street......... CONGR acer oo) een 4 2 
3316 |Feb.  6.. . Georgetown, Goodwillies crossing...... GAL RS ea | 1 2 
3319 |Dec. 26 ‘London, Colborne Street .............. GDR ae. cots bee acmesae Pf 
poe -| OCh erly in, a ress 'Wallac eburg, Wallace Street . aoe ee WERE see 3 Nace nacre 1 
Doe Heb. eh oars ene ‘Edmonton, Temiscouata Street ........ ol Bat Sak ae SA Lees 
sata | Me eee de ay ‘Toronto, Arnotts crossing, Esplanade. ./G.T.R... nee I 
3329 | OSS nce Carlsbad Springs, second crossing east. .|G.T.R........|.....0-.65 1 
3336 | 4 7 ee kee! Montreal, St. Remi Street. ..... ..... Gay cases = Paes i 
oe Bh ae: eee eae oe London, William Street............... Garey oak Sas ee L 
2 edt ir ie Sees mae ‘Woodstock, Light Street ...... .. Jy | Gee DOR Ae re. rales ee ed 1 
3342 Jou De are setrece d St. Boniface, Provencher Avenue...... Veer ral torn sharon i 
2 a ae | | eee Quebec, Carillon Street. SR RR te aati Learns 1 
ZOaey | Mars S19. uo oa. oe Hamilton, cor. of James & Hunter Sts./C.P.R.. ......|.......... 1 
Ole WA pr! G20 ie os o> ote Montreal, Convent Siege! sch etapa es GAs a eteccalle somes 1 
ra ae ee Green Valley, Crossing: 64st) co 5) sa.hite OA Ricm. 1 ons 
3080 |Sept. 23............ Montreal, Chatham Street... ......... El eh nes oe EY Peder ata ate 
BeoL WW Sb. PE. 3 aan ene London, Wellington Street............ CMDR. okicatete LS Wesaaee oeteeeen 
colo ala ee? Manan gn apes ee Sudbury, Elm Street... .... 1.0... CLERC ial Aes 4 
3359 |Dec. 29...... Niagara Falls, Bridge Street. ... Bo Wet 8 ers ae |e rice oe 1 
3364 |Feb. 14...... Port Williams station, west of.......... DAG Re ac arden sweet 2 
| eS ae 
Dota] 3 eo aoa Se ate ee Le ek 61 121 
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Statement No. 11.—Recapitulation of Accidents Investigated. 


Number 
of . ~ 
ao investiga- Killed. | Injured. , 
tions. - 
Statement showing collisions attended by personal injury investigated 
during year ending March SI, 1014-2. 0.2) aenn- ee ou meinen 81 37 214 
Statement showing derailments attended by personal injury investi- i 
gated during year ending March 31, 1914...................5-. 64 34 252 
Statement showing highway crossing ee attended by personal 
injury investigated during. year ending March 31, 1914...... : 136 61 121 
Statement showing various other accidents attended by personal in- 
jury investiyated during year ending March 31, 1914............-. 433 106 351 
J No) 7) [ee RRMA OR prey ate int OU. ort coe 714 238 938 


SraveMENT No. 12.—Showing Highway Crossing Accidents by Provinces. 


i a{4 
3 8 | 5 s 
a pre ab patente 
Name of Railway. : Sh oo Se ae : 
2 3s po | lS Hott SN es 
& n es a | 
Of Cel Zed aot Blo Soa ett een 
OaradianeP ache, ©... ee a aden ree sdtete ie Lhe) 16 5 1 1 38 
Grand Trunki... % 42. 1 cals fe Were tet Men ee COE ears vu ets Bea ee Me ace fg! 
Michigan Certtrall”. sd)... ve vsery eee nea ea Gk eee lhe nae Poa ese eae val eee 6 
Canadian Northern .... <owe agin Rene Ae fear eae det) (eee el fp eae wee [Sr 1 ip 
Niagara, St. Catharines & Toronto................... 3 Heel ey sa Ie oe | ee seh I 
ecrommarquette cc: 7/2. fk, oe Ca ee ee alle i dea 3 
Canadian Northern, Quebec............0.0.000000 000. cee), Ce eeu ee Hist a 
Dominions Glantion. .- 5... nee eee ae = ahaa il 4° ] 
Vancouver, Victoria & Hiastern..scksek ee ele mead aera rodteesdl teres 1 ib 
Main Central diss (de hale. eval ea, ante ep Eee dU | ge) ae eee) SA Meier el ice ay I uy 
et. Lawrence & Adirondack... us .).scaehsc ein eee i Seen 1 
Horonto; Hamilton & Buffalo. .,.. -.e0c0 lo ee alae eae 1 
Windsor, Hssex. ds duake Shorove.. 16. 1 ve eee eee ee AL ciel he 1 
Watashi Mat doa seek ak ee oe ee eee 1 ae aie 1 
Winnipeg Joint Terminals ......... .....00-000.000.. Sy 4 ae, “: 
Srrands Mannk Pace. 2. oases. ek ee gies chs dae ate PSA ie a) pees hoo, ee heme ieee neko te 2 
Bequmalt & Nanaimo. 5. css ss ccs sche Me Br eet ce roe ean Renal [ne 2 1 
781 4th BIO) S41 8 141 


Nore :—In the above mentioned accidents there were 61 people killed and 115 injured, as set out in 
detail in Statement No. 2. 
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SrateEmMEeNtT No. 13.—Showing Inspections of Highway Crossings at which Accidents 
happened attended by Personal Injury during year ending March 31, 1914. 


———— TMF ot POoNhB#a~wVTVc0CrNOromnmnn.nnn"meeeeo ee 


File. Place Railway. 
Inv. 6 

2672 Ronbslopes OMMISOLTC bse sielsfejessiest ss stavers ay ehclls ce ws NAAT IOTS alee stem» G.T.R 
2673 Boripllopembarrect Sureeb. tices estes vests nels hoe oag as, Cee G.T. R. 
2679 Peterboro, Simcoe street..... ..... OC Ph ees ill a Fase die 1G.T.R. 
2687 Pata Me tatlen. Hiberni® atrectver oo. 02-4. scoekuccs cs eas Sea dude beens G.T.R. 
-2719 Der ree ay puree Gl healt tae tsa Voici sais ok hie eens G.T.R. 
2721 Wrontrenlwviersailles:StnOOb taro) <tr dlstisi tenth (aio Cirle fh) deietie)s mes ae G.T.R. 
2722 BiaburWacscrossinevaamilestwestiena.l- cocci sleet. veclaie oe Oe NCPR 
2723 Were Forcse Ocean eireetinaie | Ss csa eons sus ccd satwaceasswuntecn mpaccaee G.T.R. 
2724 London, Waterloo street... UKs oc Mitel ahd Satta reat haa pase yd (eS 5 
2725 IDENAG SONY TONG OHO TI ond ao eros nod ones pb ees otanmcdonacy Te ede SCENE 
2731 Merrickville, first public crossing........ eR RO ests ame cD URINE! C.P.R. 
2732 Rar oieg nn mk re bibiald sired ita ordre s vole sss coedlu war webavawteds W J.T 
2750 BC RCC lll CeOE OE GE cs na iivtleg tide. Ceka rare Cnet toe G.T.R. 
2751 ILesixckorsl, Burawelileixseiig ae pocd cornesbos obsome one cao pub ou enn S sn evoarnonionr G.TR. 
2752 Woodstock, (Wilson streeticnecns:ct see se een emam eee esac cities amen ois G.T.R. 
92757  |London, Talbot street............... - NORIO NSLS Sat lk Top dais Be ie aA G.T.R. 
2761 Cap St. Martin, public crossing ......... cee cece eee eee teen teens OuRu: 
2762 Berthier Junction, public crossing east .............-..-.55- S Meransretie cheeses CoP AR: 
2766 Deville, 2nd road crossing West..........-e02 0) fees etre eee g ec eee e eee care GuT. Re 
2778 Aurora, Wellington Street........ 60sec eee eee eee ete tee eee eee BalkGrol bal ass 
2803 Elamilton, Bailey street ee ccc ctsc <2). -' <ieke ele eieicce ©) (etyn crore ton iaialzra A npciage vin sicyeis Ee sae Be 
2816 Maxville, first crossing cash 0... 0.5 eee eee ee ere cnc e ee tee tener tenes Gain. 
2822 Hochelaga, Cuvillier street... 00.0.0... ese cece eee rete tenner eee eens .|C.N.Q.. 
2829 Montreal, Fulford street 2... 265. . eee cence teen tree eens nent enn necenes Grebo 
2832 Foxboro, crossing 2 miles east... e. eee eee eee cee eee rete ences GaloR. 
2851 Mileage 22°79 crossing near St. Martins Jct. . .... 06. cess renee eee C.P.R. 
2852 St, Madeline, crossing east Of... 2... n. cece eee ce ee tere cette ence tenes G.T.R. 
2863 Montreal, Papineau. road... .. cc icc c ener eee ote tee e etn nent ete oes Cabeky. 
2864 Montreal, Mountain street 1.6.2... eect eee ee tenet tenet eee ne es ae LR. 
2866 Montreal, Decourculles street. .......ee. cece cee cece etree tee eens G.T.R. 
2878 Niagara Falls, Huron street.......-... 0.2 esses sees ts orien One ACAI ar; 
2881 Burlington Jct., Brant street............6 eee ee eee ees Mag eyes Ree asee CRRA: 
2882 St. Thomas, Moore street... 60... . cree eee e renee eee eee rete eect ne vets M.C.R. 
2901 Sandwich, crossing east Of.... 26.06... cee tenes NAAR te een men W.K. & L. 
2922 Guelph Jct., Edinburgh street. ......... 0. essen cent teeter ree eee eens Cea. 
2934 Burlington Jct-, Brant House OREN! co non nbedanae as seed cotocoade ee | Cree btkes 
2938 Vancouver Island, McKinnon crossing... ...... 6-5-0 + esse cere rete eee tees HK. & N. 
2941 St. Johns, St. John street... 5... eee F eee een ed cnet eens neces ene (Caan: 
2943 Cobourg, University avenue.......-.-66 5 62 cee eset nee tenet ee ene e neces G.T.R. 
2946 G@leneRopertson.heeeee re ar ards gs Secs koh aa hocapinte APs ean aac ete Cala: 
2948 Masson, Crossing WeSt. .....- 005. c cece es ne eee eee e teen tment sree ce tnene @aPeR: 
2950 Havelock, Concession street.......- - sees esse eee e teeter ette esses enees C.P.R. 
2953 Wolverton, road between lots 9 and 10.1.2... 66.50 see cece eee eee ene eee cet ee C.P.R. 
2954 Colborne, first crossing $ miles west..........-.ese eee ete etree eee et eens GTR. 
2955 Cobourg, Ontario street... 2... ene eee eee a oe ache teen ee etaie nan en es | OuN. OF 
2956 Port Dover, St. Patrick street. 00.5 1. 2. ce eee nes inne ee eaten ee mes ses G.T.R. 
2960 Moffatt, First public crossing west.... .0 2.00.25 center ee ete eee ete eetcees CARUR, 
2961 Clarkson, first crossing east......-0.+6+ sees eee Pa tees OS OE Re coc, G.T.R. 
2962 Tondont Willian Street... <2. -n0na aes a oo) te asain cinta ten anys arte ohe ne Gol RB: 
2963 Stoney Point, Tecumseh road ......--.. +++ Oe cnet dT tener aE ees wal Gea Ml ae 
2965 WrellandsWluir- street 2. far sane cer sate das ner) paecrcigs techy ara citer M.C.R. 
2975 Townsend, public crossing east.....- 62-56 sees eee teens sete es onsen eres M.C.R. 
2993 Montreal, Rose de Lima street ..... TG eit Gite ewan aea SO cecworobe. oce G.T.R. 
2994 Lachine, Tenth avenue... 05. 2. cst score tae reat tenancies ele rigcery GTR. 
2996 Marisapolis, Ot. Paulistreetisa.< svete rote “ian irms res ahem rate C.N.R. 
2999 Scarboro, Danforth avenue.....---. 6. .e cece eee sree ree etens ares nerseeen ees CePaks 
3001 Wyoming, crossing 1 mile east. ........6.e eee cree sete re ester sees e sss e ss G.T.R. 
3007 Wioniper, Godfrey avenue... 0.6 5 (ges oak ss cles 2 aver eteticien ss oemmiine One tive 
3013 Piaeiings fish Crossing 4c. 4. Some Se veo rin es Meee ei ate Diy G.T.R. 
3027 Miutreal, Colbotve strect:..o. <a. ccc ons os at seme wens es eer ee es Ga Deke 
3030 St, Justine, crossing west of station........+++ seeeseeeeresees st ereec tess G.T.R. 
3047 Britannia, first crossing east. ........265 602 rece wesemcre nes seetesnns esas Crake 
3048 Little St. Martin, first crossing west........+---+.seeeeseeer ers sree ttsss C.P.R. 
3049 Montreal, St, Laurent crossing .2 6 ssn o0 see one tennis ciciks octane Rees Calle 
3050 St. Martin, Céte du Sud crossing.....-.-+-- essere eet etet er essermnnss stees C.P.R. 
3074 ort Colborme, Bush Streets. coo 5 eo oa tal sist hae ear vole = dae G. P.R. 
3093 St. Hilaire, first crossing west.. .......seecsercesenecencsetsesceesece sees G.T.R. 
3094 St. Hubert, public crossing west..... .----0ssrrrenrereeerccssesser ences ess G.T.R. 
3095 Shathrooke, Alezander street wit.) «ales 4m Peano etre einen ease CoPLR: 
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STATEMENT NO. 15.—Showing Inspections of Highway Crossings at which Accidents 
happened attended by Personal Injury during year ending March 31, 1914— 


Continued. 
File. | Place. Railway. 
Inv. : 
3096 /Farnham, Main street. ..... wi ave! ecu /feul 6tel orga qo ge eRe a Pere 
3101 \Chatham, Diamond crossivig. |=. .....>.. tata) a Sounds ioe ee Se (Cal be a 
3102 Renwick, pubhic. road “south: Ji): <f.ccum Soe Sree eee P.M.R. 
3103 Buxton, road 200:feet west of station. .....0..........ecn06 Scene, Spine M.C.R. 
a Souris, First avenue. crossing:...0..5.....0++5-- wtih Ese, gear ea a eee eS ON sd Pe 
3120 Hamilton, ‘Ottawa’ street. so... oso arn ek, ae hts en te ee Gol shs 
3125 \Quebée; Cosford street, St. Ruch: -).2. 0 Gh tee ac fcioten meee eee OA Er 
3129 Edmonton, Namayoavenue ....... Sere erat Hicks ugar eRtars. (ete Sates CN.R. 
3130 Lime Ridge, crossing east............... <6. yar aca) gan eee ee M.C.R. 
3131 Alfred: crossing atin booles.a. cess. as # «Sige Po) iets fh whe lagers Stee G.PeR. 
$136 London, Wilham istreét...25% 5. snc td se kee ee Oe eee Gar oRe 
3138 Sudbury; Whar streets. ge). sas fo caice fn od cic ge tee ere ee eee Gal eet 
3143 Puslinch, crossing at M. P. 440... Jc ae eee EMA ee eos ho iets ac} Crea 
3161 Durham, pablic crossing: weats..- 2-22 ee ee COPR 
3163 Wanhipess: Main streetin oo .ccc5 cats ahone eine see ee Pe Gee toh CANE 
3169 ‘Doree Rivers; Bonaventure street: 2). . \0. 2. scaoee ee ee eee CPR: 
3170 |Pinewood; crossing between lots 5 and'6: .....2...2.00 sane eee C.N.R. 
3171 Brampton, Queen street, ?. 2 29... 44. oc mon eee ee eee Cabsty. 
3175 | Walkerville, crossiug 2 miles Gast... 5. .2.2 5.6 BP a ta, 2 epg ed, erate Goren. 
3179 Toronto, Cherry street. >... c...i. less. bccbos bes See ee Cubes 
3181 |\Srapner, public crossing ‘edat |. 5. .c. 0. ns 2 ae eee GER. 
3184 oll; (CPR. roadserossinp’.... 2 aaa akia oR oe!p a) Seater AC Rtan Prec eee rene a Cubs 
3192 Alliston, first public‘crossing south... .. licens once ees aecen one CaP UR. 
3199 rorne Parks. chide sa ecu nec ele te «cig een ie ne ee Gol 
3200 GOR COLI. oo 5-0 ean sas) acshinwkien Leman thewlecee  aeeeee ee Se a GoTeR. 
3204 Montreal, St, Ambrosestreety.: 0 fen. eh ann en eee ee Ge BR. 
3205 | Montreal, Hibernian road crossing.......... nt Vatieystet sais teres ce ES GeleR: 
3207 |Ehnvale, crossing’ Ist mile south. -.0).< 5.00 lose beeeee, ok ge ae ee GT-R. 
3212 Rainy River, Litule street; °c SoS... do ee oe eee CUNZR: 
3233 Edmonton, William street ~*; 4/3. <2 (Rul bad 2 
3225 iSheho, ‘first crossing bast. 2. .52....c..0et eee eee. ee CoRR: 
3234 Toronto, Bloor streets: .. 3c. veo t ae ee ee {Gre 
3244 |Boucherville, Chemin du Lac Crossing: 5) RR ee et ee ee Q.M. & 8S. 
3247 Keowatin street ‘crossing, Winnipeg... J. (creas te ek, ae eee GLPER. 
3257 St. Thomas, Centre street...... «Say | ot Meee avers ar oie oan ote aie eae eee PM. R: 
3265 Pt. St.Charles, Charlevoix streeb. vv... fice) he ee ee Gere 
3267 South Darham, St. Laurent: street... 5/,5 #0, See ee G.T.R. 
3268 Fort Coulonge, Boo streets... “c2a, 1s icdedkdaae tee ee ee Cabot 
3282 Loronto, Trinity street... "3s". oe thvhoes cope ee ee eee (OF cea ere 
3288 Montreal, Atwater aventie:.:3.20., .¢:.cbs0 Re ee eee C.P-R: 
3297 South Indian, boundary road’: 2“. ; ¥en ost cee BL eee Gale: 
3301 Thorndale, Main stréeg.s 2.5 nS ae oo oe ee (Bhd Mel ae 
3302 rt -elton, Noxth street... .. <... Lug eee, ee ee eee CSE: 
8307 Armilla, east mile 4°76. 000 ee es ee ee Oe ee CoP oR. 
3308 Chatham, crossing 24 miles north...:........c0ce- cen - ceecccceuceeccle., (Ged belie 
3313 Sapperton, Brunette ‘street "01.2257. 05. 0.8 ee ee V.V.& E. 
3315" |Saskatoon, ‘Thirty-third ‘stréeb-. .{f..< siecangeic ee C.N-R. 
3316 \Georgetown, Goodwillies croaging . ... . 0i..42fo ret ce ked ee ee Ce DOR 
3319 London, Colborne street we, j.idis sun Aone ee ee GAERe 
3320 Wallaceburg; Wallace streets... 25.) 4... 2-aceacpenl ee ee eee PMR: 
3323 |Edmunston, Temieeouata street’ 0... ¢.n.ck oss ec a ee G.T.R. 
3326 |foronto, Arnotts Crossing, Esplanade...............+........ 200 ooe eee GDR: 
3329 \Carlsbad Springs, second crossing east..................... 2.0.00... |G.T.R. 
3336 Montreal, St. Rémi ettest.: 203). 2k. db 2) ee eee re Lonke 
333 3 London, William street). ....93...0ds bc 4c ee G.T.R. 
3339 | Woodstock, Light street s.<.4..<:4/3-../aueks tee e e (rd Ut ie 
3342 |St. Boniface, Provencher avenue..... .... .......... .. .....c. Ls W.J.T. 
3346 Quebee, Carillon street .i ccc fess oes savacta odes, ee ee CE. Fs. 
2648 Hamilton, corner of James and Hunter streets.. ................. PLR: 
2812 Montreal, Convent street . vis pee eig's 9p egy Sikake Sue eats Siete eee eee a G. TR. 
2939 |Grean Valley, crossing eact.; 2... °.. 4406 nk ee [Om ag 
3080 |Montreal, Chatham street... : its ic. een, hl ee ee G.T.R. 
3351 London, Wellington shredt.'....-.4cu. cas cl ee ee GES Bs 
3354 (Sudbury, hm street... 00/4 55.0 Neapekelan ee eae CCP URS 
3359 Niagara Falls, Bridge street Jo. 05... 2. oh cc ee eee Gor Re 
S364 = [Port Williams, station woot @f........5 *5224) Co eee D.A.R. ' 
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StTatEMENT No. 14.—Showing Inspection of Highway Crossings Complained of as 
being Dangerous and Requiring Protection. 


File. fas Place. | Railway. 
Ofna \Panenbam, Ont, WW bite Lake Toad 2. 02)... cee ke ces cael, te eae comely CEPA 
9437°993 |Cobourg, Ont., King SUECOMCEORSIM Oe he ee Ghd career ae Cas 
9437°998 |Cobles, Ont., crossing between Blenheim and Blandford townships ......... GPR. 
9437 -1008*| Aurora, Ont VV. cllin gon street: Crossing. o> 20s oc deine See a ae ee he GbR: 
dS ec O ee Aurora wOnb +. VY ONS OmbLeeL CLOSSERS 0. a. v cc.ceicuene ics + odie Uc sb Us cree civ eae ate \G.T.R. 
OST Oo mata CLotea Onts I aASbiM OS TOAG 20 pe teas Yn kee ser csi2) shrews seine a ee oe ee avai C.O.R. 
PASTAS Om MAnk Galen CLOSsIN OWEN OL SLADION A. a5 stack. ss stan < v's G copetnte Seles ote oe we See CEDAR: 
Cte Toban Sharboumiakers Ont aCrOssine West Ofs6 sic cccau as) ao s0celsape aoe cameo ea wees GaP Rs 
O45 7 Os mlteeterborourb. Ont, NOrwood ‘street os sese 6 |. edie a cje oc yuv de vceberes Sn oan CIRCRe 
9437 °431 ‘Sherkston, hort ete andlor Coloore TOAGs str tials suse oe on eos wee G.T.R. 
9437-853 (Winona station, croseing east of station...........2 ..ee eee cere eee eee nee GAE-R: 
O13 LONE ies b=LLarma GON. vCLOsSsID Oe WeStOl waco mc sta deemarsce . cs ip ewe aye he nseece cam PEs OB: 

-9437°94  |West Toronto, ‘Wallace avenue cr OSSiM 07 peer ay ers her ae otha see ae SU Pet WS Re 
Sige nie Mon doling Gray BoLOeL CLOSSIUGy. me | oper t = 15s) oe Sete cictnne whe elbiarn> ere Saishetrncc'e es Mousrs POM. 
9437 1003 Shelburne, Ont., Victoria street CRORBING (hon vo os co cada nce ax ee > Cente aan Ba LOB! et ae 
9437°1004 |Shelburne, Ont., Main street crossing.............--. 2 espe eee eee ee eee eeee C.P.R: 
9437°1014 | West Hamilton, Nmerson stneet crossluie~ se ser mers, aeee see e earnete thee ane cates DOH cB; 
9437-1023 |Port Burwell, Ont., crussing 1 mile seein aati So, 2 ae een, CUPER: 
9437-104 |Cooksville, Dundas street GROSRING Saree eee See eee Cub ok. 
$437°1029 |Embro, Ont., crossing at Lot Noc8: Se RR peti eh aie ie beh ead hs (Ge Eik 
OAS GZO EDO one. crossmocab Lot NOs LO Teo 2. > om aetion\se ws > eed =setere ear pareve ICPSR: 
S437 Aste Bmbro,, Ont.,crossing Gast OfJ-22 oes ep 5-0 += ited STE fu eae ead. | nea tee 
9437-1064 |Elmsvale, Ont., crossing 1 mile north.......... ..---+2+2---- 2+ e seer eee Ge DAR. 
9437°1101 |Hillsburg, Ont., County Read crossing No. 1400020 sco teas ay Pion tan ee \e POR: 
9437 ° 1102 |Moorefield, Ont., County Road crossing No. 8.. ......--. 12. 2e5e cece en ee (Gers: 
9437°1107 |Central Ontario Junction, CYOSSING CAS Oley ict rey ene ey aero eee iC. PRs 
9437°1120 |Chatham, Ont., Longwoods Road ‘crossing eet ae en ee ccna er Po \P.M.R. 
OAS 7A llg| ORO Omir Crosse SOUbH Of, Shanda. n ion oe occ si Pe toes ees Sa ee res iC.P.R. 
9437°102 |Toronto, RVD GCI a tCnonl ie to. sae heads dex has A ee ees [Gallo kv. 
9437 °797 Peterborough, Ont., King street Groseitiges hohe tian ned ee ae Ne IG R. 
9437°269 |Mountain Grove Station, CLOSSING CASH ON ines Pose sees be aseieet. tee oe IC.P.R. 
9437°1095 |Alliston, Ont., Victoria RSLEDCU Is eB BME fae SE ots Mate. iC.P.R. 
9437121 Lachine, Oace SEnESELOGU. Ree. ae ct ie neces oe Siok teNe Noein ware anh Ce Wal ase 
9437 1037 Montreal, Longue Point, Des Ormeaux BORG osm ikyaneaiciny oats Shere Be ses C.N.Q. 
9437°1067 | Montreal, Maisonneuve, Bennett street crossing....-.. ..--2-+2++ seeeee ees \C.N.Q. 
9437 554 Peterborough, Ont., Kings*Road crossing.-.............0.seseeeeeeee times )Gre Lok, 
94371074 |Winnipeg, Fort Rouge, Amelia street Crossing............-6 sees eee eee eee iG. T.R. 
9437-1073 |Mortlach, Sask., Government Road crossing.........-.. ..+s0+. ged Ee CSP: 
9437°978 |Herbert, Sask., Highway crossing east Ried isla he NRG Re (OR Fe 2 Be GM i or 
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Order | 


No. 


Location of Crossing. 


19178 


19215 
19229 
19261 
19308 
19317 
19329 
19332 
19392 
19430 
19500 


19514 
19528 


19549 
19555 
19562 
19564 
19566 
19568 
19573 
19624 
19625 
19682 
19638 
19647 
19650 
19663 
19672 
19696 
19707 


19756 
19762 
19790 
19791 
19824 
19830 
19831 
19836 
19837 
19850 


19887 
19893 
19895 
19905 
19907 
19916 
20017 
20140 
20185 
20191 
20348 


20349 
20371 
20411 
20482 


20449 | 
20514 | 


20618 
20620 | 


Tp. of Bertie. Thompson Road 
North Toronto, Osler Avenue............ 
Smiths Falls, Chambers Street 
Vaudreuil, Lake Shore Road 
Toronto, Bartlett Avenue 
Chatham, La Croix Street 
Weston, King Street.... ........... -. 
Kingston, Perth Road........... 

Station 805°70, Subway Ave., White Rock 
Herbert, Sask., Government Road........ 


eee e Oe eee 


Mount Forest, Queen Street 
Sherkston, Fort Erie and Port Colborne 
RORGt re pene ween were 
St. Hilaire, Highway east of Station. .... 
Prince Albert, Central Ave. and First Ave. 
Glen Robertson, Clara Street. .....4.. 
Port Credit. Hurontario StR6EE wmkacw aes 
Fort William, Frederica and Edward Sts. 
Scarboro, between lots 2and 3....  .... 
Sudbury, Kathleen Street................ 
Aurora, Wellington Street 
Thorndale, Main Street 
Yarker. Bridge SERGe ace ea cee ee 
St. Boniface, Rue Plinguet St 
GlonyMajoryase sa och bear ee ee 
6°5 miles west of Ottawa-Chalk River, S.D. 
St. Boniface, Montcalm Street 
St. Boniface. Archibald Street..... 
Port Hope, John Street.........2.. 2 
Toronto, Cherry Street.... 


ene w ew we wrens 


Trenton, Sidney Street............ 
Toronto. Bartlett Street 
Beaconsfield. ..... 
BeaGONBHEIC:, Scene ema tn foe ene ae 
Medicine Hat, Toronto Street 
Port Hope, Barrett Street 
Coboura King Street. 8 522.0... Geek 
Kingsbury, Miller Crossing 
Kingsbury, iveriRoads. cer. teases 
Fort William Road between Fort William 

and Port Arthur’ 


se 6 Ws Se here Wis 


Milverton. Mill Sek et; 
Stamford, Marsh Winery Road 4 ait 
Mileage 0: 91 from St. Martin’s 7 


She totes: rie Scat 
Milverton, Main Street 
|Hamilton, Bailey Street................. 
Si: Boniface, es Street 
Mileage, 32°7, 


Port Burwell Branch, Pt. 
| eB ORWwell RG oes cee halt ya ein a 
|Oshawa, Prospect, Albert, Simcoe and 
%, e entre Sts Sh wds~ Mifare: outa Rie ae 


OTR. 


Railway. 


mes. ee 


ee 


C.P.R. 
C.PR.& GTR. 


a ae ad 
eee eee wae 


eee re ee ee 


err 
wt eet eee 

PAC iet ie SC 
Caer erwin er 


eC ie eae 


ee reee 
Cae Seay 

i ara 
Fis viwhe late eee 


eo ee 
tee etc ene 


5 4m Bete 


eee eee rene 


see ee | 


F Rinctrie bell. 


Gates. 


Nature of Protection. 


Limitation of Speed. 
Subway. 

Gates, 

Subway. 

.|Gates, 


Bloateis Bell. 

Gates. 

Electric Bell. 

Pedestrian subway. 

Tracks to be removed to south side of 
main line. 

Limitation of speed. 


Electric bell. 


; Watelman: 6.30 a.m. to 6.30 p.m. 


Electric bell. 
Watchman. 

Gates. (2) 

Electric bell. 


Limitation of speed. 

Electric bell. 

Gates. 

Watchman 7.00 a.m. to 7.00 p.m. 
Electric bell. 


Gates. 


.|Limitation of speed. 


Electric bell. 

Extension of watchman’s hours from 
5.00 p.m, to 7.00 p.m. 

Electric bell. 


iGates. 


Watchman 8.00 a.m. to 7.00 p.m. 


W " 
Subway. 
Train movements be flagged. 


Electric bell. 
Removal of banks. 
Electric bell. 


Watchman 
Gates. 


Electric bell. 


.|Gates. (4) 


Watchman, 7.00 a.m. to7.00 p.m. 
Electric bell. 


Gates. 


Electric bell. 
Gates. 


Electric bell. 
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. oe Location of Crossing. Railway. Nature of Protection. 
20661 .|Sarnia, south limit .. ..... Se eS Rig. seers Electric bell. 
20780 |Mountain Grove station, east Brae chi CAPR ie " 
20797 |Britannia, first crossing east............ CREAR SE aan pone " 
20803 |Between Sec. 23 and 24, Tp. 26, Range 23, 
Worden leridiatieta eet eee tee CONGR Fae eee " 
20845 |Mileage 61°87 Tp. of Tyendinaga........ OF tl Meech " 
20859 |EKdmonton, Whyte street............. CLP Rimes Gates. 
20862 |Carman, Fournier and Browning avenue..|O.N.R. ........ Limitation of speed. (2) 
20874 Edmonton, First street and Namayo AvelG TEP saa ee Gates. (2) 
20955 | Yorkton, Intersection of Broadway, Betts 
ATA SST HAW Oly eee ie ore eee CERARE cence Watchman, 8.30 a.m. to 8.00 p.m. (8) 
20962 |Keene, one-half mile west... -. ......... Grd RG) Beas aioe ae a Electric bell. 
20964 |St. Justine, i uiblicoads errs sete toes eae se " 
21143 |Embro, Public highway crossing, mileage 
ig ORR cared aw errand cto etree iote Oeresa OSPREY ena eisai een " 
21144 |Embro, Public highway crossing mileage 
8° AS LANG) wi Se he woe el Mire Ors ie ele, ©) wile pie, 1 et) Cartier et RCO KN) " 
21182 |Waterford, First CLOSSINGICASE Meer ee aft | NE al vaee wee ees 
21223 |Souris, First street. .........-0.0000 0-0. CeBERR a Pes Gatos: | 
21230 |Green Valley, Second crossing east...... nN acento sivais Electric bell. 
21235 |Hochelaga, Cuvillier street........... . |C.N.Q.... . .. |Gates. 
11288 |Brighton, Prince Edward street ........ CORSE ere reer n 
21289 |London, William street................. G.T.R.... ... .|To keep engine or cars 50 ft. away 
from east side of street. 
21290 |Hastings, first crossing east.............. igi ee rite Watchman, 7.00 a.m. to 8.00 p.m. 
21359 |Maisonneuve, Bennett avenue..... ... .|C.N.Q.& M.T.R. |Gates. 
21394 |Montreal, Atwater avenue............. CEPR SS sia as All train movements to be flagged 
over crossing. 
21409 |Cheslev, Long street............-....-5. G.T.R...........|Limitation of speed. 
21444 |Port Moody, Kyle and Queen streets..../O.P.R.......... Electric bell. (2) 
21466 |Pakenham, White Lake road............ TPE ne Meee " 
VIASos omesvaric stablonvausccarees ss eet = GeTaRcseeeene " 
21498 |Hillsburg, County Road No. 14.......... OPA utes " 
21507 |Toronto, St. Clair avenue.............. GAPS a/c 2. (erates. 
21578 |South Indian, first highway crossing west. Les pe reieietes Electric bell. 
21594 |Niagara Falls, Bridge street............. " . ..,....|All train movements to be flagged over 
crossing. 
21611 |Moorefield, County Road No. 8......... ‘hates nciaeoe Electric bell. 
RECAPITULATION 
NUMA OMTIEN Ny on Lota anaes MO aR ORR eo Ga Sate Geiah curso cae Tin cmmncan eC 12 
IHIourate lore E ix seek game Rito Sas pee Dacor ka nite o.com cine amemece sec 44 
RUS! oan aL NC Ge ME Oe CT PE eco A Ba hats, ia a 25 
SU Wa Veena ete Se a cts Ce aera. oe a ae ee Re See coe eee 4 
Tamiatiomol speeds. sactinnr poe SS or nee oe if 
iBramemovenon tee nag Cede. sueremie su circ ie tea ele 4 
EVOMIOVA OL LD ADICS «epee eerste co Cee orgie ese raskeoreT Asmat AeaLon Wess sre 'ep ret i 
Sidings to be kept clear of cars for ren distances from highway. 1 
rac leat bOrIMOvedieseerieninerct een. cies acme erent Ibert eer hae = 1 
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March 31, 1914. 


Name of Station. Province. 
Amesbury .« so. stacen patra British Columbiages-. gears 
Al bredaids &: cor tack.s wigtre ho tocene ns CariboocDist Ate. ate 
ALI aanGlin.: oo) erect me one arts eae eo Cariboo: Distiee aa.qac cra 
PATINOLL 2. mae ee eee eae Pl borssaree ie SA eae, o4 ere 
AMICTUM outta tee oe cares Saskatchewan........... . : 
Ardley. oss sate a catiay ance eens Albertas. iio sites sen tite 
IA TIO os fase aero 8 Baaae Maes Alberta. <.te tandamk Bo cee 
Avydath >. <erceen weer Saskatchewan.........- 
ANGLOIG 25 yeas, Fle cea ee te Saskatchewan. ......... 
AlGons Ay .acja nate cee ae aiees seats Ontarios ys. thee 
Assiniboia.... BY sae ae in (a eee Saskatchewan..............- 
PAN able et ere ae er ere ata tacts Ontario; c. rane cate ee 
PW) oe (<1 pepe otmene See oye ta ark cae nme ert Quebec....... .. ree 
ANS DOliSes crs) Mae eeR eee ire ate Nova Scotia. ..... as 
(ADDO Yas c sana yecsernge te. oe ara tly Saska chewan....... ..-:.-- 
AICO ries oe tae eee eto ecatee ae. Ota Oscs. 2. Seen ee 
Asphodel | cnn vetrnk ant: sci qivericens Ontario. ater eee an 
IBeawionts 26. oka so secs one ner Cassar ste.q nena renee 
IBOUNGY gece, spies sat taco ete sors Saskatchewanscs. + saceees. 
IBiGkerdilke:ss cc wreaces trite a eehens Allbertas. cies ane 
IBIS SAMIDE Wh he ac ciciey ites mond Weta Saskatche wanes. .0s Hones 
IBleiin arch iyi Gybotey, sey err iets Nee Raa Saskatchewan........... nw 
PSEA) CU ee arr ae etre ere ae re Ontario, eee decker ice aaron 
Sr aihGON treater aes pdevass Srcameieee ote Saskatchewan......... are 
Big bombers. avec cigs seh eibs Saueaciot Ontatios cee 
PSTOMUCRO et. crise bs 2 oto es Cede ene Saskatchewan. .... Pose 2 
IBGR SOUS A sachrpenan nae weee , }alpaskatchewalse. mas. eee 
BOWMAN V I Sues, 28s sete aces Onitarid,) 52 Sit 8 eee 
Bilsbrode® sin. ietaca aes chee son | QUCDeCs Lee ae as nee 
Birch eeOmmbesna see tet hes Sag an trins| ONSATIO tee ein ee ae) oe eee: 
Geary alee sca act ss 43 eerie British Coluimbiages. so. ee 
ACOSO ees, eck ei a oie ne, oto A oenta. 5 cee, ete wo ee ae 
Wadopanc ween) ean ecmnts tae Saskatchewan... .. Seow ass 
SEAT Sete ae Ne EINE INO aa AEN erent 3 Saskatchewan..... ee er 
Coagtsworthas has 4. ee Ontario= a coe Pee 
CONGUES LEE Eee aoe RE coe Manitoba ......,. 


‘Bier a ee ere es a a 


CandOure aan ae ts \Saskatchewan..... 
Croydon...... aoe British Columbia 

Cooking, Gak@ic: air..a2.«o28 .-o0ealtAlberta: we eae meee ee 
COnvnitke, cae see. vo. satan suit ictte |Ontario: eye ee ee eee 
Clanyones.e = tue a: ...|British Columbia... .. 7. 
COURTNOY: stytar teers aio. .| British Columbia. . 

Conrado ones ihe eee un Albertaty.s) caren ahs eee 
Catania yin ae err cere see Alberta Sty ies eesce eee 
Chandler... SiFia.ale aie sists wie! 9ta-s> [IOSD COME WSU 2s eee ee eee 
ASUHISEOU gs raat eal asin tes Seek oe | Ontario sae erate eee ee 
WORISPID chin olen Panoe ante sta Derta! 2 cantar lea eee 
KBR es yes plies en, fe a kg Ontario. 5a eno eee 
SUOPRGLAING talons Pe ke. Pea eee ee Alhertacce eee 


Cadillac.... 
Dareen .... 


PXeh SiMe Lea we el Kees 5 


DCP ht Beane, See stic eh eh ....-|British Colunibia.. ... . 

DE Ta: ae eee Narain nat ety ees lOncarig (ee eee 

anid Grand <a see kar tee Alberta .scs525 eee 
PIGINGUU Riis lal cif cca eee Albertaages cnc eee 
Duties Sie eet EAT 2 Oe ten oe See Alberta....... A 

LO ee a Ae ee ee A maskacehewana cle scrim 
td eee giao ened Se be 6 .|Alberta.,...... 


Dufresne. i... eee ee LvLanitopae. cae see 
LE Chis DPR ees Seeing tee, Manitobat...2 (: ce sae 
mecrenies. cea. ah eee et ee Alberta... .. 


Deseronto..... 
Denhart 


jt esney «| RL Derteee ae eee foe se 
COHOBD ote eh eek,  eeet chee 


. Saskatchewan 


.. | Alberta 


British Columbia. . 


Saskatchewan....... .. 


Ontario .... 


Sielcaistatars 


WiawahZnb Zane ZzeasHaHe 


Te 
Pigg DOR Ont Uma ythd wrrid 


BQQ 


QQQRARARAAG 
ett 
es) 


ae 


GANAGHABAGA= HADEHAGIGANT OEGANHANIAADTAGARARG 


Order 
Number. 


18943 
19010 
19010 
19234 
19272 
19366 
19385 
19659 
19821 
19820 
19933 
20033 
20130 
20159 
20370 
20712 
21022 
19010 
19186 
19234 
19470 
19611 
20080 
20179 
20331 
20745 
20735 
20671 
21175 
21633 
18943 
18977 
19186 
19186 
19324 
19278 
19410 
19377 
19587 
19643 
19867 
19900 
19917 
20143 
20190 
20468 
20714 
20966 
21103 
21111 
21160 
21455 
18943 
19v10 
19089 
19191 
19192 
19193 
19153 
19313 
19315 
19377 
19643 
19845 
19969 
20265 
20341 
20707 
21548 


File 


Number. 


21420 
21623 
21635 
21786 
21888 
21887 
21882 
19795 
22668 
22506 
22422 
18402°79 
21603 
22907 
22836 
3561 192 
20327 
21640 
21839 
21792 
21403 
10791 °34 
22487 
22970°1 
3701‘ 270 
22823 
23342 
3701 168 
19061 
24197 
21415 
21545 
21843 
21856 
20449 
22022 
21499 
22118 
21949 
22040 
21583 
22099 
22265 
22804 
21807 
22784 
23324 
23431 
22639 
3701 337 
23555 
23813 
21412 
21632 
5561 ° 145 
21787 
21695 
21693 
21438 
21850 
21818 
22122 
22044 
21947 
22273 
22819 
21890 ° 
3878 562 
23733 
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StateMent No. 16—Showing Station Locations approved of during Year ending 
March 31, 1914—Continued. 


* Removal of station only. 


File 
Number. 


aks = : Order 
Name of Station. Province. Railway. Nicer 
TUNG TEe rT ee eaemra Tate <1. aoe British Columbian..... 2... Gye ae 18948 
HaIMON CON Se seine) aioe coke Alberta . Stee aN CP Ra 19092 
Enola cess wee te oe Saskatchewan .... .... .... (Oriel Bell Bas ee 19152 
Nidowmwrol Giicts Ate) in tecnce ec he ok Saskatchewan: .:.c.0. ss 00% Gale Pay a. 19385 
Pun barrasi | vases Be edeecet see YaWeveil ele Goes ees He eee nike pod Bal Beeb Oe 19217 
Dal “28 echoes RAs case eee ema Sper ba mceas eee arson Ord WS) een 19817 
IDS S iid a ok tees Ae ait British Columbia........... Ga LaPeer 20275 
HnGQakOueeecr a. eee oe: British Columbiasesa. oo. - Ct Ee ae 21164 
IESG Claw pepe er noe tc Se Ss ol tae ce: Ontasiose a ck eee wl KE sa WES ager tits 21577 
TIGOb Meter ck sc ce cA caw borne S AWERban ete ee eee Lee ce Od bal Resg ee es 18977 
IM rOUGes ames: ethews Celis eke Saskatchewan. evi sc .iont CsPaR carey 19315 
[LOC meets atta ree ea hclericie wee otis B Saskatchewan sete sees oe (re ee eee 19385 
Horta y Valli ain nee k daoe gic tene tes Ont aviOesrssin we et cee en ere El Bl Pe eee eee a 19377 
and 19820 
HONG mtcie at Gee coegln oc mansctihve Ss Saskatchewan owas o-cuier. ties pes Weal Bae ere 19589 
MANTA OUT GA na rare hese tales. selves OEE Cer vs Se aan es CRE Raa te ie 
ELA CCE ME Teen ey See es aks ae (Oth Oamen eet ties occ Oe A.C. &H.B 20182 
INGLensOs tana nl <s Serks Santee AU ber tage mite «aoe: OUR Rinse ae 20444 
Hrankdin@c etn ee a eA Beceem: Millenia ere cre ke eae |C.B &S 20468 
GrancOTOOKs a tee wee occ on eur ade CanitoogDisteemaat eee CE Wal Ped 19010 
Grellcie mee HITS Bef Heese teal Wh PeNd leer cite Neate a rl ae flint Goby Randi ele 19094 
GrallGwnyiery ean Wee. sicko ta AI DET bate see seats Gnas Gee kok gene 19204 
Gal earn eh san pee ne. Bots OF Wage ONCATIO Ae ae ks, = eee eee CANRO GG ee 19565 
Gralloneeer ere Ne i kw Ae ch, Ontanows.avanao eee CARR ere 16931 
Gorlitz ...-. CIR Sng” wth nets paskatchewam 2. a. ducer CaP Rige 20016 
(Grave lbOury axe eer An nas ager os Saskatchewan-........ CaN otiners 20838 
OORENIG) Ucn Pie tee? 8 a eae ae a Omarion 73. hee oe eae CaP Re 20836 
TURLEY Aree ae eres eee PX Der balan seco ier anie ae Gia eae take ee 19028 
FLAT ees RL ae Fee PNULNOT bare Beane as et one ee Ciel ee) eee ae 19097 
FEL AY UV-CTL ars Carne oct ya ete sc oeh eet Alberta Gre Dee a ee 19204 
FECTS CHEM eyo AR CO Sickie aoe Naskatchewam. 1. ees0 naseee CEPA arsaceak 19202 
Pannagenc. ci ce RE ete AUER Garten tenis ones GraINt a ee oe 19208 
Ente MeO cke aan western e Saskatchewanees..nanee omnes COPA 19289 
ELON ee tec heen eet i aes Saskatchewan .... ... EM Med epee eye 19377 
ETA ZEMIN Ore ey Weaias ce oe Soe Saskatchewan .... .... 3 CmbPs Ree 19821 
Unease We ee Seed Oe Ce a Ontario. . “AK OR corel odo eo eee 19986 
crantloyuaraey meer nes conven ites Shoe OntaniG acctca.: tees one Clade aaee. 20147 
Hearntete icc Tone Ie yee See Ontarion.. oe eee nee CANE OF see 20712 
Farnsworth, meme er. oh ote ise IM ari GObdes . cere eee ee ere CURE. 20933 
Interlachin.......- Lee, eee bane ENIDEE tA Le seal epson eee ad Bll Ge pen «sar 19313 
ESIGHVeSUSs acc ee eee Pee Quebecor. one t: a renee Cunt Ome ae 20532 
Ordatrerten weseebe 25 aay coe ie Omtarions asst eae o eh ae GEER Se neh 19217 
SAS Pere eis oa MIT, oot Colgate ME DORGamr nt — elnino wedi Gis hb 19344 
ECW ATIGSa ee sy Mamet, ease ee aS Briish Columbiaw as aceee: oe A Bae es 18943 
Gai chalice aes Ae ears hice ney ach evs Sasicavcle walls armen a tenener Cupane 19131 
GR ediven nec eee me ree cen, Reh Saskatchewan ...cn saan Oh Pe Rune ee 19750 
SNCS (0 OF cs Oy acca Be oe Ce Saskatchewan . |KO arene, 19821 
CLIC Var cee, Ween ele oe on lv Poe's co On tanlOtce. cane aot ie ae Bid RN Ook eee 19820 
Kathimore® 7, eo Ontarion . uke Poor CaNncOr c... 20506 
IGUGEETIC ry ic Ae hers AA eos coi Cariboo Dist ....-...- PHA Wc eptaceet chy 19010 
CSN (COOTER 7 Goes a Soe oe Nyt QuebeGiero ek rate, See Cael Nestea. 19106 
i Bib oye coe ra ies. Pheve  e Muebece ne eeenmen sect Sid RG ee tees 19377 
IVES 0.4 Reet Cake ee en a Saskatchewamnilg. 5 ovaeste ee] Grades be 19627 
MaRGSCAD Cee Meet, uke tc a aeinece es Saskatchewan. -ree ase ea a CEPARE acne 19821 
ittleeCurrentve ese is S acl os ete. Manitobase a: eet meek sal Dil tiers croix 19819 
ani Cormeen PMs ono sisat Z0c bas Saskatchewanl)..cm os) semen: CUPe Ree 20008 
LD ilineVergtel lay BLN Roe. SU Sees Aen en SERLENOMEMEND ao oc gonuuscnee Core R:; 20229 
WetleehGraa ree Ook s onc ckseucil ast Saskatchewal saccds osescer (Opel cal eas 20343 
Lemsford ea I el enc Wa 2 Saskatchewama sm enieaents Cabri. 20370 
Lonsdale ....... dc peau Sot Oe Ontariorcces ease ore CAR ahaa 20652 
UC ht Nya ae ee es AT Perbiiy ites. cteac tee aloes (CARA Nee 21162 
Daca Traverse... ....... RL OUMGATIONR ae aa ee eee GPNE OO: Gee 21632 
IMOTECEEOWIS Hs ets ces Gun SA eke os British Columbia........... Gee Pes, tae 18971 
Monitor. . hoy ge VO ae ne eee A lierta: Atasere ectasr th eae Ord eae Se ere 18977 
JOT NER SS alae CarhoolDikto as san some G DR. ee 19010 
Mredieine WO ge.) Jf... fue pee a IM dial ad eepeteu po peaa. of |G.T.P.... sc 19191 
MUGLER ETE at 12 See British Columbiaie a. eeeee bree ING hee 19163 


21425 
21978 
21842 
21884 
22202 
22199 
22706 
3452°79 
23473 
21546 
21844 
21885 


22119 
21892 


22676 
19574: 
22784 
21638 
21627 
21785 
3561°147 
3701.313 
22886 
23448 
23346 
21486 
21854 
21789 
18112 
22081 
21820 
22120 
22671 
2100° 112 
2100 ° 117 
3561°193 
23378 
21855 
2342°108 
19917 
21853 
21411 
21846 
92142 
22669 
22504 
3561°191 
21634 
20915 
22121 
21948 
22670 
10844 
22841 ° 2: 
22730 
22729 
22835 
3701 ° 329 
23530 
24143 
21734 
21547 
21622 
21791 
20928 


w 
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Name of Station. Province. Railway. |Order No.| File No. 

MORE 420. ates ysic scare sare Lee. British Columbia........... GA oe 19220 21630 
Mileage? SOac senal -amcocmvin eit |Onitarlouaensactiecc ete eee CUR. Retsteke 19288 3701.285 
Mette Hots pines. scars oo ‘Alberta «52 sentes tee Golae 19313 21849 
Wiser. tice nose ne furs hates Saskatchewan. ..::s-«.2s+-+ OPE Rixcteanee 19315 21846 
Marsounenves wine konieses teers Quebec. .<ce Hepes hacer eee CAN. Oto. ee 19305 18583 
Mineo es) 734-17 raat As/esrcre mie ars British Columbia...........- VE roel WANES Bien 19385 22041 
Mileage 1155 Gir vie scc2 ero en ieee sree British Columbia............ Ge bs eres 19588 22037 
Mileare L147 Deere: oo. on Sse sere British Columbia ........... (CRE ESR ey 19588 22037 
Mileage, L170: DMCs ae. tei toe eerste Cariboo: District.e..— ees Cred bed ety sa <r 19643 22036 
Mileage 1190°9 C.D............-- Caniboo District. 7.14505 see Gr DORR cere e 19643 22038 
Mileage-d186" 0 Gai ien cso cae Canmboo Districtss.cqaeee ke MLE Perera 19643 22039 
Mileage 198 OLN er encarta Cariboo District. 22.6 asec Guba eee 19643 22046 
Malease T1619 Cay ae. hase ceeee Oariboo District, .... ...+-." =a GA Pa 19643 22043 
Niegrovine.:ty) 2 eee noe ei Saskatchewan. <os<, 4a. cet Clr are 19821 22667 
MGT SH OAC Lh ee ae ete nrcone ane Ailpertacce fad: axis once Gi Ba eee 19817 22203 
Miileaperda2s Oe cme meee sen fle British Golumbiae +> eee GU Ri 19930 32561 
IMilea eSNG, caer aver oe one. @uebess caso ousaher EES Yee fie Be Be 20062 22723 
NIGar ENG" Obstet ease ee tOnibancanre eats co orae eae ee ere CEN OF eee 20180 3561.142 
Nideeic te Aen ed ket. Se Alberta Saat eeie te coe cece Ey. Dv& Bee 20321 18903 20 
MVITTRCC NT ee ee amr cts ete AY at fevenstehoy BL Aceon ee ee ChE Ahoware 20343 22725 
BVI gee yO as ne ey ce oe nel Oe ts oe British: Columbia _ +. saa eeee- 5 Paes 20350 21951 
Musquash Beaker (ats MORAG ee? |New Brunswick........ ...-. G.Rek: 20471 22861 
Master , Onmtania..:c)tecoren eee GEN; Oe 20566 3561,190 
Mileage ELA 2 ae a eae Int oe 8 OntarlOsesosrt to ine eee Oi dial ee Re 20536 01.332 
Mileage 100 eee ce eS a ee Ontario s=qas eee eee Col O eee 21140 3701 .328 
McLeod MIEN Ree ays Steet eee cane AN Dertancneicn. wate ee ke re GOr Roeser 19817 22201 
WVESTTRORIOA Geese. 7 Seer hecee ee \Saskatchewan............ GUN GR. oe 20016 22935 
5 ES tM ald Pa RO ie Oe British Columbia. . NO. E ahaa 20731 22926 
ME STASTONG. tn tet oer ee Re (Ontario .s Sande cote: eee W.E.& L.S 20895 23477 
IME EGE. shots alae BEN: cht Stele, Meters weve British. Columbiae css. see Ce Pd Ul Se Bea 20969 3452.71 
BC Oleere es Se ar Ae eee ae Onttarnioss-ewse net ee ees Oyad BR ae 21069 23457 
Wiillicont.s: 2.0.2) hake Soe cee ae Alberta. 2.:. hess aeoetesas @uP Riemer. 21401 23732 
INT QOSG] SW SIGING Aiea ceve' onan aie oelcce AT ber tacieiane a ee eee Gb. Ree 21483 23771 
Ne LIVE thine canon ear dy Saskatchewan ....22¢-0.:2- Cot Pickoe oe 19259 21891 
INewethiowell 29-20 Joacein coon lOntario,:: .. =4.seeRat ee Gee i ace ae 19844 22492 
Nolan ashe a ea R ene ese Li ae ee (Alberta... 02 Ae ede eae CHP eR er 19894 22259 
North ADL epee eA. scr cite | WOntaTO: ayspaske’ tee eee eee CAPER serene 19908 22109 
Menino. eee! So try cle Saskatchewan ....'.. ...... On Panesar. 20633 22831 
IN OHGRG Wis ca! he dae Unie eee Saskatchewan: ...5520 205 40a (BIR cael Re, 21469 23811 
National Par er eae OONGALIO: ce sist oe eee CaN Os 21624 21544 
ROO. create Sat ec a ens Alber... .3 & an dasectee eee Galas 19234 21790 
CV GUE one rte oh cite ioe, Oe Ontarios cc. eee Gelert. 19374 22110 
DEW ayaa Rae ia Bale on te ae Alberta. 057 in soca. eager eee Griiak: 19656 21496 
RIV ERUOMS Lighter ane. earch iae ee Onitavion coe eee CePskr ais 20568 3701 .330 
Gate dae 1 gee ee ae er Ee askatchewan.. ...<.ss<0-0% Ce Reena 20719 22822 
aleshetaint: ce me se Ft maskatahewan,.< a: 2.een noes (OM ote. Aone 20693 22942 
Phe Neg S ROARS 18 a ae ae British Columbia... saacesacen ah be eee 18943 21421 
PE PUICAN Gey hy oh MN ee oe ae ee ae Saskatchewan. ia). ) ou. eee Ole El Rie 19168 21841 
Parkgate SEA ini i a eh een Albertans J. tas scue eee Bran de 19313 21851 
Plun Eto NAN A Se a ee paskatchewan ..........<.+% CoP Ah cen. 3 19315 21847 
Pedley PORES No: PRATT Ean Meme idee thee. Alberta: (oe. £56 eee Cipiyl bs! Bae 19344 21652 
Por Lil a a) or. Sat henge Panel: Sy Sa ae a ee Ontatios vec kya ec ee De te sk es 19417 3675.4 
Pe EVs eee serch Pee cs ee: «oe OUNGATION. 7.20. at ce oe Ge NES ee ere 19620 22503 
Por FREE: SIERO en sige waskatchewan....>.s2.+:> 06: GPR eer 20001 22839 
Putnam ek ibe = RY, eee as Omari, zo 6 5 ise eee Oe Gipsy) ate 19998 7214.29 
Prussia ik Mee By rica Se ae oe Saskatchewan............... GaP. 20007 22840 
Port BP Webs Genes ee rca te Ontario. sc 25) ake ee (Gl RRS 20193 22985 
ETSOMAGA ce a ea ee Saskatchewahs. ..c.camackae OO PRE, ce 20370 22837 
Port Hope Sc ate dicG.c kes eae ee Onterids. Jc 22 cn aoe ee CP biee 20505 3701 .336 
Pov MeNisoleann ose oS.) . ve aie ole jONCATIO. aie A ec aenl e ORriNy acer: 20777 2100.120 

wrham Junction. <.....<8 sisales. lOntario iat, Vad eenstais eRe Ee CrRAn a. ees 21166 3701.334 
= SEROUS tn this aoe ees fee | British Columbia...... ....- CPP Rs. ee 21338 O29 
ontr CORE re et ie 2 on, ISaska tchewan so) | ee, CYP Roe 21469 23812 
: Tae Sidi f. 8s, OL. oe KIGDGG bth ae. hee eee ree eel ie a oe 21491 22815 
¥ on Cee ere eee ys, mh en British Columbia........ .../H. & N....... 20606 23127 
3 arse we se eatin) ee ae ee Cariboo District,............| CO cal DEW aoe 19010 21624 
os BEB arc 5 fiestas Se ke ae Cariboo District............. CC Wd wear eay ier 19010 21639 

0) +2 La en ee nT: ad Dal isaskatchewan........... os. GC; Pane, 18634 21399 
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STATEMENT No. 16.—Showing Station Locations Approved of during Year ending 
March 31, 1914—Continued. 


Name of Station. Province. Railway. ee eee 
Kognawen <2 Gae tae 82 a0) et Saskatchewan .. 2e<0....55. CaP: 19188 21837 
Rokebyteeetitececre tae $ « etn ds Saskatchewan ... .......... Oo Pe. Rare 19158 21845 
Roundercrort. cakes: cetkans, coset ees ULDOULA det» Uetilecs Siocktee'siee 8 he Cee eae eee 19204 21788 
Resplencdenty 45 pate. 2 se ne ceeserosis British Columbia.......-. .; Cen PEP ee 19270 21633 
Rassmaliey (coe sea > hoe ee ee Saskatchewans.< 1. ois. s 0: Gael Perna 19376 21893 
Reta wae weer Mae ernie le acess Alberta =)... -/- a Soe Ostet Cy Riser 19454 21808 
anc hevialley i weiss cscs viene eta S British Columbia......... AG ad Val teen ee ee 19643 | 22042 
UIQGate oy Se eee Sec edi ea tele OUUETSRY omeniee 2S aR eee Geer cer, tack 19609 21221 _ 
Rack valle me koes rae eat ra ise are 2 Saskatchewaniscsaescs 2 hedscr CN See 19891 10799, 156 
IROHGIANE sae ote ae eter ees, os oman PAL DERTA camo miata cea (B/S ead Bee, overt 20019 21 806 
Readlyne ore e sleeps ease ws sie ced Saskatchewan.......... .... re Riemer 20343 22727 
Regenten. 2. i> tne RS ore ectn pena NERTILOUR Ec bn oes ry Bhai God aa ey OR waves 22818 
RYE RET re tlie, OA, SS Ronn pe ERIE OR eas foci fe arctan vive \ tefl C2 Saag 21023 a 
GWA mee ete er Late ale ass Ontario ne en cokes GEIS Bas tte 21231 22136 
Rosemary..... Ie She eon ince RONDOT Cie sala neler etn toasts C.P.R. ...... 21401 23734 
SS LVS haa ere Ne cetera pb British Columbia ..... esis (6 aed toad oe ee eee 18943 21424 
Sockeycrret em rst tee ani, sear British Columbiae.cee ose: (Oa Nad eo Rr 18943 21422 
Sires eae eek C8 gS secs wo: British Columbia....... .... SiN ae 18943 21413 
Swithwaser ends Pe iirahiie  (ATIDOS Dist te Flos tah sume hg G. dd Caesar 19010- 21625 
HeatGnio. cho. Sadat rgb te aero British Columbia........... a. TP. eee 19010 21631 
SkeenaeOityee ser cee Wren ee Batish) Columbians snenciees Cort | ae es 19200 ee 
DULANTA eerie Metter cease ens a ois Saskatchewan i Cy ho ena | Cie Bord va, eeepea gs 19186 21821 
OVOLCION Greene tee Reket in, caine oe Saskatchewan............... CrP Rie sss 19153 een 
Sek ONCIEMMG etree een Cracesieln sett 3 Ontariovoss ao soee rome CAPS Rae: 19791 ee 
DOCH Gees rele ne aan eer ae satay os Albertans 2 lies ae SSO Oye Beal se 19499 Z Ae ta 
Simokyaltalls'! = st Soot wee ai) ne oe Ontario. ...........6.-..05: C.N.O. Rasta: 19386 : et 
Soto dbages BN Keyed base aa cvcl c Rede eeeae Saskatchewan ...  ......... G.T.P...... 19442 220: 5 
RELA eaters it Sev sate das Seueht eae British-Columbia........... ee Real ate ot ae 19643 22034 
Salm onvA rin? acne: See ae aN British Columbia............ C : P.R ee derse 19733 19616 
MPa (i. Ort iene enna oie sees Saskatchewan SR eects eet Eva Sse 21889 pe 
CEPOL Sine. sea eee ee ated Saskatchewan Mehover ete ioe ON EEN St ae ace ee Re 
DAC IKOLEOMI es eae Mt refs ctnce one az ate Saskatchewan............ C.P.R. Bs este Fe 
SMD ersten eon, areas eee ce. British Columbia. ..-........ Ol gs eatin 3 fe ee nae 
Schepleryecn cae scti tints cc's “sciers/- Ontario? tae acceso: béM re Cok2 R. epee ses oes 
Strabhmesdiene: es cata Asap tes A ertaw ek ats coe sok eee CaP Re eet. ue _ a 
PSEA OTINU II eotonceen NS oy ana selene 6.0) PORES tc a atthe: lye ane ee ats C.P.R Si a 
SiGRa Oh eg he ee cae ODRIANION =. © 22h tne eee ae Cake Ro oe: ae sec 
S eS ONILACOE spree Ne ree ets eel - Manitonn 2a Au cin sees G.T.R ee Be ue 
ity AAT dapat SI eS ee Manivobang. .1 2: 55 5 Jems ae SIC INE #2 cae a oh 
SSrcIION Vit Loca en Metre aetetrea Ontario wes ee (CRONE eres Bieoy ss 3 
SNOW OLOTe ee te See Sen Oe ohn Ontario ete ee a ree CRRA Rees apres ae 
OWAUNAVEME Wo Sele Meas) aneots de carey * Saskatchewan............... C Ha peaaae ee ee 
spprllama- heen as ese = ...| British Columbia........... x.T. P. see ve err 
Ben aCe mere Get cee caries ee British Columbia..... ... eal) Sind Eta pe a cies 18948 Sai 
Birenmtoneeeer ets Roe Races Ontariomee es Ss oe eke pees ate ay i ie 5) 
GES reves Slee ee aR, San Oita Omeeter rns ete ect x a aC oe ee Stas 
GHOEN EON San, tak es area AID Grta, a ta8 Sher cn ctaotarets x. ae ee ae 
PLZ ewer att eA Seer es oa Alberta Te a hae, Were Shc tn oe res Nee se 
SRO seAGhS Mess mee Bee oe elie , |OASKAGCHE WAN 20. on oa Peters ee foes aoe Seas 
"LOLS GaCeTe SRA ADEE yoaeiale ne keener Saskatchewan............ «. x. 7. i Opes rate pie 
Tyee...... oe reas eva 2 | Dritish CoMmbian a. .vanech fOr bane eet : 0 Spare 
“(REACTS cleat ie ie et eo British Columbia............ bead Ba Soha Maes. Re aoe ie 
MEWGICOYGCIKS A. coe mec ars pee Manitoba isc amen slot yon as Cette ae eel 
MEAT OW ate cunnn te SPOR cats 9 cies British Columbia.... ...... G.T.P Use 72 21095 as 
US et ae a a British Columbia...... .... E. & No. 22: setae ae 
RURTIONP DAVEE Men rate he ecco British Columbia... . ..... aes Semen ee bec: 
PucCLeLOy Oram cece ers, closet tise ue OntaPiO eines aaneem «es .|G ae pee os cares 
UNDE ee ee ae | ONLATION <a. = sate nes i ae « ee aay at San 
Wiamarsdely 235 ists50- a) ements British Columbia .... ..... a HN ae eS er 
“WS STET, a oe aa: Dery aa eTe ae Alberta. secre feed oes Wena Crcikee : mes 

Saskatchewan .........- 0+. OP Rives ele, 208k 5( 

Wey ai t6 0 [hn ek ee ae ee Saskatchewan . mas ee 39794 
PAL ODA race totais Bevis hosp 3 <ts eats Saskatchewau......... ....- oa aaa cn pers 
SERCO en a en British Columbia........... eae ve ee a or 
RIVER ga ntotet rice Sauk... deen e fe Alberta Sous. s20 t+ ode yes 2 tab aoe ee ales 
VOLYOEtON.\. ious. sae ssl 0. ere Ontario tettncn sees ceeteees canes pie ace Bae 
IC ANU eeE IA eRe pk, REP eh Sal Saskatchewan seen cetas ei nee : ae ee: Son 
YESH RG iets ee an Pe ig See hALberba Bick bemescets ee ee sINeO) eee 
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SrareMent No. 16.—Showing Station, Locations Approved of during Year ending 
March 31, 1914—Concluded. 


Name of Station. Province. Railway. (Order No.| File No. 
WisstUYGdblis 8s. citic ser dae ouinee ine NOntariosec. an sec clock hist Cv Ree 20077 3561.144 
Wallows- oc ons cc Gos te cee eee Poaskatehowail: etter. petals GIN UR ae 20225 22726 
Wrabeter:s ¢. tree ee bea ee ears Saskatchewan... ..-.-.+.+-- CLP eee 20340 23071 
Woodrow wericc Fotos ces teen ee nese Saskatchewait.;.:' ¢ stots [OC pPon.e ae. 20343 32728 
Wibitbyse «ce ae ote hae ors Ontariow ce sacs cre eretne tes ORT ae! iacmade de 20563 ‘3701 ..221 
‘Westerham vi. Meche. te ce oa aes Saskatchowans. sn ees eee CrP eRide ie 20745 23366 
Willd. soo Gee Sito ec eee Manitobace. 1.) aah ae teuree Cops Re neeeee 20944 23384 
Wilkinson vescneen ae eae cae Ontarid.: 265 os eee ee GAT eP 32 cee 21608 3701 °365 
Viellowheadtst 10 0o oul cece British Columbia .2. o..0 eG nk eee 19010 21636 
WiSsBGS. ies lee ceo nn Oe ‘Alberta’ [5 2.7. s Selec Ge Ree 19161 21793 
RY ONGEt aah. kee Le Re eee Ontario. fx one sere 1 Giatd este: 19820 22505 
Rai ae SAUDE, Ce ee Coe \Saskatchewan............+.- Garr 19385 21894 
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SrareMENT No. 18.—Defective Appliances on Freight Cars, Reported by Inspectors, 
for Year ending March 31, 1914. 


COUPLERS AND PARTS. 


Gavi plersOU ve PEOK CN fap tenete sce le -r ayer nn > Seren sm setnsis en emi eie die oe ne Semen age Me eee 5 
Coupler Ody WOEn oe s).o2, secs CBee sle eee pyre eres 08: Teng ee eee eeg A EAT Rae vio o 
Craapear ia SHOP tm Pia a. uve eats eee ede osetia ase ahs, He ame a eas ees Sd aie oe Ce aes 
TENS aka Tygon ON an aeons) on MOUS RENT DCO RRaD opmonpmon nh sonar eRe loan eras 10 
ape mn ee ee i an ar Gc Bice ic irh te MiSipyen beieieln gs Fale aime oh ne AYE oy oe soa 2 
Knuckle, missing... ........ 5 eed OR gy petal a Re A DOU oan a eNOS Crt ME een rh G7 23 
Knuckle pin (broken. a.c fr oefeek ofan ens te os ointie nee one ne 8 oe nese ata oe cel cath dls tae IR eopomnee 5 
Knneklospin awrontess. secs dels secre -)-somlaeia brome migewie ve oleae Ne SEE tO ESA a . 9 
Pero Oil Detbae oh sw) min nies Vee specs eee hed ree ene 3 AP oar MCR Be hah OSE 4 
Knuckle pin, missing...... Ro Deak: digh Reacts iE 2 ao A eee etre rine Da se eee 5 
Iocksblock™ prokene@ ce cae ap b'sjoh es Ith) HME RH Aro ome OR OG om CO 3G Berit 173 
Thos Sede Saal lec sed> eect mnee. act eoboce de aeonting Sods sUnuSsonn Sanur En Ok Rina el oners alin tears 
Mocksblock awron Ger cee ken stoel oe oot stare n= V OUR Ii 9 Oulart EONS «eet PR Een yO corttS Gc 2 
nh ck eri en NE oie a ste Sine Saino lenders inne Da ole oe a Hie plage we oisiee shen sees eA Rese 1 
Lock block, inoperative ........-..5..06- ee te a ols cork mln str dec Sag ee eee 87 
eee pelea Pare ae” an ea ine a,c eee ce es rycen gees Vanek eee EES % 10 
Mockblock: key, MISsIDS 61 weiss Sa. iia oe Me Aree i. tine man te tran ks ee ry Ma Orn A tec OF 30: 
Boeke blocks (egehsMisaiNG 6 ajc ies = ares sicmonin so tues Neen rin ON Hae SAR wh nie oo ae EE oy (ood Aa 
aes eee ir ras cha Astra a ee Shera ye tate day sale cparetetecerred.s es) (eae) ooetn «4 ars ete 336 


Uncoupling lever, broken........ Sao omen Tesiecric ge he ce Ait th eae oe echt eee 270 
hoon plinie ley oxy: WEOUG son oe he oc cieirin Pos 5 og 3b bs uence eltln enol so nis ate vitminnine sae alee ee nia « 65 
Uncoupling lever, hent........ 0 ---.--eeee eee Oe V9 pete ns ae ee a ae eee 59 
Uncoupling lever, incorrectly applied -......-.--s+. eee cree ees e ert e tree nce Dain ee 5 
Uncoupling lever, missing........ 0s... 2552 eee EAS Sie eT onsen Ie tote TE 125 
Prceuplinc ChainsDLOK eM sa ee ngs aces snes tien > siecle eel waht eee ee me Tear se cRe ees ere 942 
RircoarplinciCU ain teO LOD 2. whan a icy ease alo old Socios br a viene oie ke ape mR EEG Ny Lee SIS oo 21 
arcouplngichains £00) shot. ee eM ie toe os vince Sue = vine creel ee we wee Ree se en ie z 
Uncoupling chain, kinked.... ..+.-.-..+---++-+++ Ce Ee oh toon. sao pate, wane obod Seon oe 1 
Uncoupling chain, missing............ --- Snr ie pee bam ae raheem he eon See ne ae Se cat : 30 
UNOS gE PENT A2S ng oe ec se it WA See Ce ae eae a a 4 
ete EAH rer OWE I oe has as Pinas rs egies pea ein A Sree emp ee thysel eine Valea ne ge es 2 
End casting, bent......... P.  HOGS Om ecommerce Chas ikl a) ME eB OF TOE, Sel ehee sheers = 
End casting, loose .......-- . = Cm te) OE RR Dee etn See ok rerun orice ceca Ok tao cop ; 6 
Mid eactiniges incorrectly: APPIN. ct. cube wa ee ie 2 tale eens oGeie wi oleh ws tl ew ps Hiaidionnene” ee sie + 1 
Onc treastinty Susie ee ter ctaces G eye Dieses! wie ty Uae avie Me goals «mse! as ETE : 1 
Beta ei ee ae yas gles atin sya eh ple nen Tee T PARE ET Bes eS SO 6 
Keeper. wroOnt hiro <6 sere. Sieg OT Rae eee eae Rae en ry NNT iy racic PEL AO cot Rede Pc oe 
Hicepere benberem og chil cw ladent cys ooh hee ems geese saws homers TER On CE mi cee OLN 
eoper plocsen eee ice See iea Pier we mi scaisut gle on fessrelse seen an Set testis eno ic 39 
Tee corel PDPUEG econ emit = aioinle Os rc ee tps Cale eines Can RE Seen, SEAN TS ESE aa 
RS Tan AES. Ue SR er ING PSEGIRC  oES  CR SCR a e 12 
etch perso ttn eet oon hn hs gee ota ter oui g sre te See A Sends 1k 

TW BAD, . es ey Se oe acs SIS cy I hs Nee a Ce ae oe 1,606. 


HANDHOLDS. 

APR ene spre ir Bole ebiyee Sc ea AS oly ne Sete sine ASS oe ea 16 
CES EERE SELON ee RU OG es a aaa a ea a Deets Benn 85 
ie EON ee nce eee amiets aie a! en mpameangenieinre ib. + Soars rye SS oe SE 22 
iaiokt anonrtectly Applied) «<5. See? foe cate ds On np im Pete Sennett et 2 
Pre ierjearie tn tr: ish ote a cathe tae ae Are hem es a RES eS Ree 116 

GN ae ee eee ee Seiten ive woo thet Ce meg Eira Ope oa Seer eee ne : 24 
MISCELLANEOUS. 
Batt Saeco OEIC ole 


POET ice ech gigi oy alin, a: Dile sels (anole coi e labo ® Sania 8/"eap 10h e' eee 28) 8878/8) ahah 
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SraremMent No. 18.—Defective Appliances on Freight Cars, Reported by Inspectors, 


for Year ending March 31, 1914—Concluded. 


+ 


Ark BRAKES, 


Triple valve, defective. .....s.0-..05 sFas AE aw ae Che Save nd chee cece © oh e ee 
Triple valve, MIs oo cy seve ec eee ee eye ol «siecle rib iy ao ee eee eh ee 
Reserv oir, GOEBCBIVES ais stein cd 40 ale ecko a SealatandarartP Eee gat Rare LS eae eee ee a Cae 
ree VOIT, LOOSE TA ates ini: oe Ree hie ee en etree eh teie iphin hotbed aR ata Sete pera Sah rekek ele rn eee = 
Cylinder, ‘dolestive... i. siecwiee A toh a eee 2 
Cylinder, 10086) 2 hy cis sists oe Soto ga in eae Fogle ele ceiaee BLU ete erp cee Re CcIe fe) un eae ie ty. 
Cylinder in triple valve not cleaned within 12 months. .¢. «./:..5) besu eed ee 581 
Cylinder in triple valve not stencilled with date of cleaning......... .. ......... 0.000. 16 
GCut-out-cock, delective: oink easy i ode MP ia Meee Op Sisson ee eee 151 
Release.cock, defective. sci j.ceve chs ns andld oh Mes scales Pastel ete, cheat ete Rene ae 2 
Release cock, Mussings:. i6ts weiss... aver elas bias «ris are Oe citar ae eet 1 
Release rod, ‘broken Soleo % we Selah ye wate, tou felllstalericlarp-< Weta ccciaas hieete teeta Seeley a ae ee 73 
Release rod, MISSA hh. ch ying oe elie hea ed cir kvgvalncals anteche Paseo te re 296 
Angle cock, defective. ie ee ees ae Be ce, SR aes : 269 
Angle cock, missing........ wale Dawe’ tavapards asta aia Tite gn dl Slanettnays.Jejenc eeigNerhe ARCS eee MR ena 45 
PREGII DIDS, “DEO MOlie ciara cisid. cook aor er ies ste ea a> fin D gle d Raahay oie ena Oe Be ere Mee 30 
Train pipe, LOCKE wo jf-.a< Syoie%s He city cleo a cielen awd Vaan hea \f. peo 5 Steere ee 202 
Train pipe, bracket missing fen oie fs oaks Pheu nke ESeneldn oes cee Gene See 5 
<LOSS-OVEr Pipe MASlOCbEve.. saat. Mesa cueshl eee ie areas 49 
Plone, defective aise ce ties eer) wig | WE usa © Cheer pee dove Wee ew at Tae ea 22 
Hose, missing. . ee LA rer Pe een ne et PS AG iy oso mintan aoe 168 
Hose gasket, missing AMER REE Rag IR SST eL pated gc octavo agg ae Saxe 6, [Syacens vce site eile nba taba Te ies otis ater ences ena eta ee 
Retaining valve, defective ..... .... en: ed nel dS ToLSe.te os ee cere ee en 507 
eeGtaitiie ‘vAlvo, KOISSING . 2.5052 Geog ig 4 oe Fane me ep See ace cee ee ee 7 
Retaining pipe, defective Fon note ais ols (ogg aoe. ace a ed ane eo ging Solan keane ek ONO ea ete ee ea 226 
HStaining PIPE, Wiss nic seeds ce wisi in nnd aise alee ttt a te oils Ue eee ee 6 
Brake rigging, Adfentive. “sie ts. cde eee eT ee er eR ee 18 
BrAlS, CUb Obs. v6 asce cus Siw ays nutans 4 digs alee ERLE cet eee eee 3,232 
Brake cut-out: card Old 222... sayertens velestrapiy-<: = ines Qe cue nen oe ys ea ee 19 
No brake of any Kinds... 5624 <-u.a2s. sehen dee COUR eee eI eee ee 30 
POMP, WISIN. he le es Ss ool at csns am atmos are Se Be tee ee a UI co, yeaa Sheer 

otal cen yee dae MAO ee I Ben eior eS tii oAcce sac 5,935 

LADDERS 

Tadder round, broken «2.05 a... ii Mes taba 2G. Be ee eee 105 
Siadder cound, bent s,..5 apo ws sist. on os nde on ee ee eee 249 
PBAAMEr LOUNG, LONG... «>. 6205 o's ct.» robb and cau 068 kerceege ate el ee a 248 
Ladder round, DUISIG 5 0 00) sls cad es lo, bales EC, een eee 23 
Dsaddor, 100863. io wns = Ns hans aus = hs scarce eigen 21 
Ladder, incorrectly applied E.weieie/al is ise kow id etealioualaay Takeaeuenellate patete Wate ces me aiehe ects eda eR Sera ee See tae ee 1 

Mota g's wid w os ss aaa ok Satye niga ne Feed SRE ce eee eae ee ae 647 

SILL STEPS 

Bill lop; broken. 5. d-..50s 40'S seis 6a 00 edb whtaiaeehe eek els eee age 19 
RM atop, Berit io. vc ve pc whinsinaae a Sow Sew de we Co cee ae eee oan tk hae es ee 286 
PEL. ObSp, JO0KE Son. 2%, Sonn os Oaaincion SUS dee eed ee 24 
Sill step, incorrectly applied... osc 3.2.4 Seas. 1 Sa wets idee We a eee 1 
sulk step, missing... 0. da cepa oe. ow co chee oe ne Ts ee 155 

Total. soc. usin OES wep tnicig ee ed ear eee a 485 

HEIGHT oF CocPLERS 

Coupler, 600 Bight s soo. 054 ose vatcene cn accu e Peugeot ea ee 1 
Coupler, t00 1oW ss syculsas a hi aa ale egesetic ese Gy Rus coe en ee 20 
Carrier inom loose wi... . 6c paca, su chly Sede oe aus Bok wen bail mic oneal er 

Ota oo ee ee ie Se iis Bic braver a ae Stefan nit oR tics okey ee er 21 
Kaveri Total. oo cs cis Pes sardts: a nhd aoe a ae ee eee Bak 10,782 
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Srarement No. 19.—Comparative Statement of Defects on Freight Cars between the 
Year ending March 31, 1918, and March 31, 1914. 


Wo plerstanG paresis see ec lee opelsla ls a siekel seks vel esp isle eral ye = er te 
Uncoupling mechanism 
Handholds 
Air brakes 
VA GGers ethene ee 
SHU SUS Stee PSs Ab czivet pla de> oho JOR uonines Gan OO rear ome nc 
Height of couplers 
Miscellaneous 


SL) e & She eben is le.a 10)\0) sens. e 


Grand total 


14,186 | 10,782 


ComPaRATIVE Statement of Cars Inspected and Defective between the Years ending 


March 31, 1918, and March 31, 1914. 


arpenuAPeCbed Geek cic ese enindee een ee tee sent cle ERS ene eb tlering weicins 
Wars cl okecthivee ots ool ceiioiiete cena PR ST ei Fe iter eres eat et tae : 


Percentage defective 


13,110 


1914. 


110,407 
9,989 


9°05% 


ere ee 
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PERMANENT STAFF OF THE BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR THE YEAR ENDING MARCH 81, 1914. 


TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT. 


| { 
Name Occupation. Ord es ty oe cil. Salary. 
$ 
Hatdweil, ‘ames; vs-2 sc cn en Acces Dratic expert....2.e eee eee June 22, 1904. °. . 5,000 
Bird wa,’ Gy AC ee beeen ee ae ayer nar @hiet clark.ss2 asco. 4 Octs3, 190%. 3. =. 2,250 
McManus \Cs Biiaseetenes tue onion | Cleric tat :kretwiacm | ate crane Aug. 20, 1904. .... 1,300 
Routhters,. CoG See ecient ea Ge Deva tee AC eee Aug. 14, 1906 1,250 
alonde Vi vos 26s ro S|. Gis dare etre ae cee ee ee May 6,-1907iee2c0072 J 1,150 
Aten (dt) B95, hs Ace eos, ee ee eh) May 6, 1907......... 1,150 
Messen por, EL Wisse tetanto oes eee | OG Let Sot oe July 8, 1904....... 1,100 
Wiser: wis its sect. See ee 1 STG, ea at eon rarare eee ea May,6, 19072. 1,000 
Va WTIGTG. We tae cen tos. cates: ME Pe Ee ES Seis. 8 ee riccs April 27, 1909. ..... 1,000 
Chapman. Oboe eee ee eee, lt lSkiesedas eee eee April it, 1907226 900 
PUAE COV ee ee eee eee I! ig) vase nee ay, pea Oct 6719 ieee 850 
TORO ler Vise soso. ee eee | Tit East ee Bate ra ee heron Deo. 2) 19a 850 
RUST ACS TW ras ee, Mae eee aces " ((Reb: 691913 2a eee 800 
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT. 

Mountain, iG. As. a te oe 'Chief Engineer ..... Lae ee June 30, 1904........ 5,000 
pummiones TEs. “Seu ee . |Asst. Chief Engineer......... Oct. 3.1904 ee 2,900 
ft Devt Ack noe ee. aes jIst Asst. Engineer.... .... ... June 25, 1906.. .. 3,200 
Belanger: (ACN eases da tek ood (2nd Asst. Engineer...... .. May, 285191 0% -eeee 2,800 
Cores ALi ey oe cs Meee 3rd Asst. Engineer............ Anrep: old ieee 2,900 
DANEUEDOY. he ore ee Electrical Engineer............ May 15, 1906....... 

UOWIGR, ER een is kn i ee Clerk:..a55 oo sacen een one eee Ap As T9062 se ee 1,050 
DVadewortns be Wr) sas acne ut ) ogaticwRoehactae syayeere Sept. 12, 1912... 800 
RECORD DEPARTMENT. 

UHoMsON,. De Wer chs ke Lowes ee Chief Clerks.) oes e eee Septz1, 1904 (3. 0s 1,350 
Leal Ae Ot. See en eee ee a ee, 3 Acting Record Officer......... May'15. 1905 2~3..7% 1,300 
Danmesbay, We A ron a ae OP ksi haya eae ee eee |Aug. 14, 1906. ...... 1,050 
Lampelior E30) o.oo. 3) oe iss 2 -aas gi sloveke ec ak Pee Mer eee Aug. 20, 1904.22... 1,000 
PEALULL 4) ahs) oe ate eg eae 1h) Mee ade ok cand gee Ways v1 907 pean 1,000 
per FTE gas. oe Statistical Clerk.............. \Aug. 31; 1905. Ja. 0} 950 
Chambers, Dics . dee ve dee ee Clerk owes. 2 ee eee June 29, 1910...... 950 
Lyon, N. B cee Te ree ee ee | Ree Rr Pee, eee S May 11, 1911 Rarer ae eka 900 
Commathersad, Pos co oso ae Gt alle “aeajr er arctic aera Sept, 12 4A91F uate 850 
Sidwarda, oA oo ois. coe ae ier Toma is he to: he Oct. 19,1912..... .. 800 
Lajoie, Wa ktas atte ee, Se ee M0 a srt a ahisme a eae of woe aie Dec. 10, QED ose ee 8v0 


mem ee ee ne ee 
1 Includes living allowance of $300 a year during residence in West. 
2 Salary paid by Railways and Canals Department. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 


SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


393 


PERMANENT STAFF OF THE BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR THE YEAR ENDING MARCH 31, 1914—Continued. 


SECRETARY’S DEPARTMENT. 


. Date of 
Name Occupation. Ondenin Cannell: Salary. 
| 
Heclestone wAgen eam renner ae Cmiet Clerksrcs rot in. ere eeaise Aug, 14, 1906..... ae 1,500 
AE DIC Krusee eines hoe lt ee areterreke ss lerkaty Seen we coe ciekteee IME Sys 0 900 gen creme 1,000 
Larocque, A. ..-.-...0-6-e sere ee eee Teioc cate nae ee Ok nae DeersltG0Siuen ose 950 
HV olbinetonye tee errmecte t= aeocwc ees ett ee Oe ia EI Sot Se Oct: 19 <1Gl2 ee 800 
SE PUTOTMIIS see hes se a-i 0s PS eet Sree Moet ALL ie Bat Bébs'G,19135r ee 800 
ThEN ore giaed Wes] DR Sie aie ee aire Mailing, Clerkeesns.c.4 nt. so ceer Dec. 21, 1907... sas: :: 800 
Bourg aultenlis.ay esse unc eietse tine Nor eaceeate iene amet araranss Dece 81913 seers 800 
Blisese Nise Vite sees ae ce MN Soe Stenographerse cess s:s week woe May 29, 1911... .. 700 
Gamblot@ Sb ttt pea: eee soles IR Uea ea SPN te aero e is acticte SUL LO OLD eo aie 650 
NVR ERIES WEEE D: Acowh gman ced coos " uly 27, 19122 ue 650 
iMirrphiyaevirsee Liceesener tein ces: ; PR cad altri es ac Rae ne acer a (JME 20.. cl OiS: aon a: 650 
Hard yasMissisin oe secon y- : hy rae Me Maecenas tears oe Se Septr ca elOlS eee 650 
Parish VEISS pled ewe cie Rate ese heh ee Tle cmearar ncate Sy be Nov. 21, 1913.... 650 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY’S DEPARTMENT. 

Primieause lie Ace sec naan se eure Sees | Aas tan secretary for French! | 
| correspondence.............. Mary Ws 1904s oe vas at | 2,700 
Bapointe, OAS cee esi seremcty acne. <n fal \Chief clerk and accountant.....|May 6, 1907.. ...... | 1,100 
Caseyi De Eiger So Se retin sth tate iClenksi aver terete tress .| Aug. 28, 1909. -.... | 900 
Turcot, Miss:A. M:. ... <.....:.  -|Stenographer...-.. 2.1.5... |May 29, 1911....... | 700 

| J | 

OPERATING DEPARTMENT. 
IeNixons Asmce oe eee \Chief operating officer... .... (Oct. 1, 1909......... 4,200 
SenCern corsa. aeee yore aon thee " oT cet er ee Septa24,lOtseee en: 3,600 
MalondesbeiCe meer eas eae. else Inspector..... 5 Nit arenes .|Aug. 20, 1904. . 2,300 
Opilvies mercy oes ors Heer ses |Mechanical expert...... .. .- KM ay 4.90 iscc) oe atone 2,300 
Pa Re CHIE INS bo UBS le GA een aceuaee i\Inspector...... Sia Eee rinc non (Miay26;, cl 9072 sce eee 2,300 
Clavie cones tar cee eae Lh en EP oe en re: NINE. Os 90 fee crac voters 2,000 
IEE Ke hcl Stor SA ean oo eons. " a, he tne: cUmeoee iMay-6, 1907.... .. . 2,000 
DUELUGsOns Alo Bin eters. she tears Sclsle = " : alMiay eS GL OL? fees a sia: 2,100 
GlStte ok sa oe tertive eee cits oo tar nO " ERG Pe per, Pee May 3, 1912) Js2:..-. 1,400 
2 Gardner, J .... - if, he en SOG Re ae meee Moaveos Glan ae 2,100 
arriss lpetcre etree eae ieee eu Ak oR Tee oe mnt ty. Miayecy 1OLZ cert are 1,800 
PISHINMICK Se) ov Lie tones vere ela es " Pyne Nh teat GABE Rie Deca siest90Sese.. 1,700 
AY WES (oll Cy 1 labieing Dene ce et ane este Pe Ohietichoric eet c ete sin os Biebmlil etOllecn re 1,500 
POULIN eA: Steet ee eas eres, es ENS PECtOrse rane ie ee ae ittlivarce 09 tlig me 1,200 
SENG] Sons Be Hike asso. Seis oct Os rag hap, SNE Ne ie OA een at Mar. 1, 1914... .. 1,050 
BrisconylwGray — see eo ee aa eo (unr ae we heaeoter eel teat ioe ears IMiaiviG. WOOT ete 1,060 
IDunsmore ssh ecHie. cent eee donee Fin OS ee AY Sean ee ne Octsl4y 191253. = 900 
Parker, (Oia IS heen es Oe a thee etewo yey: clay clei a riicts) sayeiare ie come Octsl4a S19 eee 800 
Be gs, DS A SA eee seo RU ses Uaeis fohee ear na getedet ler Misiiaver stots: = Mar. ie LOTS Fone ae \ 800. 
O’Connor, Miss G. M......... Ses Stenographerstechee eee Dec. Ol, 1908s. = a 800 
ScropgiesdViss Mises gs ac. oe " U.S Reet ante 2p: LOl3 ser vane 600 
SEDAT DOL, WMCSSe BWA cmL ars. ate cee ae " May 6, 1907....... . 950 
Sete Donalds, MissiNi: te ses) fo eres LU PAR ae ee eee es Octe 14 191022 sa 900 
FIRE INSPECTION DEPARTMENT. 

POLLBANIGUA LC Meche leavin s ott nine 8° Chief fire inspector ......... Hebe 22ei Giant 800 
pasties eb Ge ae A oer an ae eeDeOee Hire AMSPeCtOR sistemas we: Péb: Go 19loesseea 1,800 
Will ten Teens. nieeyete 2st me WeemeiO@hichk clerk © weet ks.ci) soncemete i June 29, 1913. 900 


1 Died January 12, 1914. ¢ : ; 

2 Includes living allowance of $300 a year during residence in West. 

3 Includes living allowance of $150 a year during residence in West. : tings 

4 The salary of Mr. Leavitt is $3,600 per annum ; difference paid by the Conservation Commission. 
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PERMANENT STAFF OF THE BOARD OF RATLWAY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR THE YEAR ENDING MARCH 81, 1914—Concluded. 


LAW DEPARTMENT. 


; Date of 
Name. Occupation. idee ‘eh Council. Salary. 
$ 
Blair, Ase Gno cee Reet he eerie, harass Liaw clherkes-r asta eoe ae Pee act Aug: 20, 1904 Tao 3,000 
Tuarose, Miss Rib. .n-caee- neers tires Stenographer and librarian... ..|May 29, 1905........ 900 
lipo = MassiG. Listen) wee ere oie Stenographer: ..+..:.«. 0's -s06| MAY 2ondOL2en awe 700 
CHIEF COMMISSIONER. 
Richardson, yen eee eee Secretary to Chief Commissioner 
and acting secretary outside 
Ottawa. iors cotaea~ oouae tee Apprilliz, 1 905s 2,300 
BiGwiseVbise Wa. i trewts ncrcte are eee es Clerk and stenographer........ May2%, 1904 900 
STENOGRAPHERS. 
ameron, Miss EH. M....:.250. ...~ ‘Clerk and stenographer to Com- ‘ 
| missioner McLean..., .... |Aug. 20, 1904. : 900 
Casey, Miss N.......... ...........|/Clerk and stenographer to Asst. 
| Chief Commissioner......... Dee rSie1908 20. 900 
PGaa VETS SILC! Gr treats spect. Mevasers Clerk and stenographer to Com- 
missioner Mills...... Padtes | OD us Ll OOO nares 900 
Vaughan, Miss Mies to Sate, te ‘Clerk and stenographer to Com- 
missioner Goodeye. ........ May. 111.9) Tee 750 
MESSENGERS. 
Graham, F. ee ne ie oe ee ot Chief messenger......... .... Octs 19; 1912s ee 750 
Barbeau, UES eae eee a Peete Messenger............. ain Ga Septail) 190i ane 700 
Wallace. Acting. a8 i cies sae te TR ier Sete ene, a Oct19,, 1912 enn : 700 
IDO WEES. WW ile eyo nae hee ee 1", ae ttecte fo Octal O19 12 ss eee 700 
CAR “ACADIA”, 
SST NAG ie te ae, RA Pe RPP ARI a Bae a Cook... oa eee | PE Re Se eee ai 1,020 
REPORTING STAFF. 
Botoher, Nelson des ooo pe staee Official reporter to board...... Apel 14, 1908 cee | 4,800 
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APPENDIX H. 


REPORT OF FIRE INSPECTION DEPARTMENT. 


Orrawa, April 29, 1914. 
A. D. Cartwricut, Esq., pe 
Secretary, Board of Railway Commissioners, 
Ottawa, Ont. 


Sir,—Herewith I beg to submit the report of the Fire Inspection Department, 
for year ending March 31, 1914, for the Ninth Annual Report of the Board. 


ISSUANCE OF GENERAL ORDER NO. 107. 


Under date of July 4, 1913, general order No. 107 (see page 480) was issued by 
the board. This order comprises a revision of order 16570, and embodies the require- 
ments of the board relative to the various features of railway fire protection, under 
the provisions of the Railway Act. The new order strengthens several features of 
the old, and at the same time, without impairing the effectiveness of the provisions 
in any degree, has apparently done away with the movement for an appeal to the 
Supreme Court by the Canadian Pacific, Canadian Northern and Grand Trunk 
Pacific railways. 

ORGANIZATION. 


The co-operation begun last year with the fire protective organizations of the 
Dominion and Provincial Governments has been continued and extended. In this way 
has been handled practically all of the detailed field inspection in connection with 
right of way clearing, establishment and maintenance of patrols, reporting and 
extinguishing of fire by railway employees, and the construction of fireguards. In 
each case, the plan of co-operation includes the payment of salary and expenses of 
the inspecting officer, by the co-operating agency, so that aside from the head office at 
Ottawa, the work of the Fire Inspection Department has been handled without cost 
to the board. 

CO-OPERATION WITIL BRITISH COLUMBIA FOREST BRANCH. 


The inspection work handled by the British Columbia Forest Branch embraces 
lines in British Columbia except the Railway Belt. The following is a list of the 
officials of the Forest Branch who have been designed for appointment by the board in 
handling this work:— 

H. R. MacMillan, Chief Forester, appointed Provincial Fire Inspector, to exer- 
cise general supervision over the board’s fire inspection work in the province, outside 
the Railway Belt; headquarters, Victoria. 

R. E. Benedict, Assistant Forester, appointed Assistant Provincial Fire Inspector, 
headquarters, Victoria. W. C. Cladwin, appointed Divisional Fire Inspector, head- 
quarters, Vancouver. 

Cranbrook district. J. D. Gilmour, Divisional Fire Inspector. G. B. Watson, R. 
J. Long and L. J. McKinnon, Assistant Divisional Fire Inspectors. 

Nelson District. J. R. Martin, Divisional Fire Inspector. J. T. Price, A. M. 
Black, H. 8. Nelson, and C. A. Mix, Assistant Divisional Fire Inspectors. 

Vernon District. L. R. Andrews, Divisional Fire Inspector. M. W. Allen, Assist- 
ant Divisional Fire Inspector. 

Vancouver district. G. D. McKay, Divisional Fire Inspector. A. T. Kennedy, W. 
H. Smith and J. B. Mitchell, Assistant Divisional Fire Inspectors. 

Island District. HH. K. Robinson, Divisional Fire Inspector. W. F. Loveland, 
Assistant Divisional Fire Inspector. 

Prince Rupert District. H. S. Irwin, Divisional Fire Inspector. . 
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Hazelton District. R. E. Allen, Divisional Fire Inspector. Geo. Dover, Assistant 
Divisional Fire Inspector. 

Téte Jaune Cache District. C. MacFayden, ae Fire Inspector. A. W. 
Holmes, Assistant Divisional Fire Inspector. 


DOMINION PARKS BRANCH. 


The inspection work handled by the Dominion Parks Branch, Department of the 
Interior, embraces lines within Dominion Parks. The officials designated, and ter- 
ritory covered are as follows:— 

P. C. Barnard Hervey, Chief Superintendent Dominion Parks, Edmonton, Alta., 
appointed Fire Inspector for Dominion Parks. 

F. E. Maunders, Superintendent of Yoho Park, Field, B.C., appointed Divisional 
Tire Inspector for Yoho Park. 

S. J. Clarke Superintendent Rocky Mountains Park, Banff, Alta., appointed Fire 
Inspector for Rocky Mountains Park. J. T. Child and H. E. Sibbald, Assistant Fire 
Inspectors. 

Col. S. Maynard Rogers, Superintendent Jasper Park, Jasper, Alta., appointed 
Fire Inspector for Jasper Park. 

Railways covered by the above organization are those portions of the Canadian 
Pacific, Canadian Northern, and Grand Trunk Pacific, which are included within the 
various Park boundaries. 


DOMINION FORESTRY BRANCH. 


The inspection work handled by the Dominion Forestry Branch, Department of 
the Interior, is as follows :— 

D. Roy Cameron, District Inspector of Forest Reserves, Kamloops, B.C., appoint- 
ed Fire Inspector for the Railway Belt, exclusive of Dominon Parks. This includes 
the main line of the Canadian Pacific railway through British Columbia, west of Lean- 
choil and tributary branches within the Railway Belt. Mr. Cameron was assisted by 
two Divisional Fire Inspectors, W. R. Peacock and R. D. McDonald. 

W. N. Millar, District Inspector of Forest Reserves, Calgary, Alta., append 
Fire Inspector for Dominion Forest Reserves in Alberta. This includes those portions 
of the Canadian Pacifie and Canadian Northern lines within forest reserves on the 
east slope of the Rockies. Mr. Millar was assisted by Messrs. L. C. Tilt and R. M. 
Brown, appointed as Divisional Fire Inspectors. 

KE. H. Finlayson, Inspector of Fire Ranging, Winnipeg, Man., appointed Fire 
Inspector; to handle inspection work in the forested portions of Manitoba and Saskat- 
chewan, and in Alberta outside Dominion Forest Reserves and Parks. This includes 
portions of the Canadian Pacific Railway, Canadian Northern Railway, and Grand 
Trunk Pacific Railway. Mr. Finlayson was assisted by Mr. T. McNaughton, appointed 
Divisional Fire Inspector. Mr. McNaughton also handled a portion of the fire guard 
inspection in Manitoba. Satisfactory co-operation with the provincial government for 
the handling of this work could not be secured. 

Perey Reid, Mining Recorder, Carcross, Y. T., was appointed District Fire 
Inspector. Through co-operative arrangement, Mr. Reid covered the White Pass and 
Yukon Route lines in the Yukon and British Columbia as well as the Klondike Mines 

Railway, in the Yukon. 


FIREGUARD INSPECTION, ALBERTA. 


/ Benjamin Lawton, Chief Game and Fire Guardian, Department of Agriculture, 
Edmonton, appointed Provincial Fire Guard Inspector. My. Lawton was assisted by 
Messrs. Donald McEachern and James I. Brewster who were appointed Fire Guard 
Inspectors. 

Railways covered are the Canadian Pacific, Canadian Northern, and Grand Trunk 
Pacific within the prairie sections of Alberta. 
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R. J. McLean, Fire Commissioner, Regina, appointed Provincial Fireguard 
Inspector. Railways covered are the Canadian Pacific, Canadian Northern, and 
Grand Trunk Pacific within the prairie portions of the province. 


ONTARIO. 


The inspection work handled by the Department of Lands and Forests of the 
province of Ontario is as follows :— 

E. J. Zavitz, Provincial Forester, Toronto, appointed Provincial Fire Inspector, 
to exercise general supervision over the Board’s fire inspection work in the province. 

Max Rabbitts, Port Arthur, appointed District Fire Inspector. Territory covered, 
Canadian Northern Railway between Fort William and Rainy River, and Grand 
Trunk Pacific Railway between Fort William and the Manitoba boundary. 

Jas. Windle, Sudbury, appointed District Fire Inspector. Covers the Canadian 
Pacific Railway between Sudbury and White River and Sudbury and Bala and the 
Canadian Northern Ontario Railway between Sudbury and Washago. 

H. Morel, Jr., North Bay, appointed District Fire Inspector. Covers the Grand 
Trunk Railway between North Bay and Scotia Junction, and Parry Sound and Pem- 
broke, and the Canadian Pacific Railway between Pembroke and North Bay. 


QUEBEC. 


- The inspection work handled by the Forest Protection Branch, Department of 
Lands and Forests of the Province of Quebec is as follows :— 

W. OC. J. Hall, Chief of the Forest Protection Branch, Quebec, appointed Provincial 
Fire Inspector, to exercise general supervision over the Board’s fire inspection work 
in the province. 2 

N. McCuaig, Bryson, appointed District Fire Inspector; territory, Canadian 
Pacific Railway between Ottawa and Maniwaki and Ottawa and |Waltham. 

Art. Bédard, Quebec, appointed District Fire Inspector; territory, Canadian 
Pacific lines in Quebec north of the St. Lawrence River between Quebec and Ottawa, 
and branches; Canadian Northern Quebec Railway between Quebec and Grenville, 
and branches. 

H. Sorgius, Three Rivers, appointed District Fire Inspector; territory, Canadian 
Pacific Piles and Shawinigan branches and Canadian Northern Quebec Railway from 
Riviére 4 Pierre to Kiskisink and La Tuque Branch. 

Nath. Lebel, ‘Quebec, appointed District Fire Inspector; territory, Temiscouata 
line in Province of Quebec. 

Jos. Legace, St. Charles de Caplin, appointed District Fire Inspector; territory, 
Atlantic, Quebec & Western and Quebec Oriental Railways in Gaspé Peninsula. 

F. N. Roche, Quebec, appointed District Fire Inspector; territory, “Canadian 
Pacific lines in the Province south of the St. Lawrence River; Grand Trunk, Boston & 
Maine, Central Vermont, St. Lawrence & Adirondack, Bisbee. Montreal & Southern, 
Rutland, Maine Central. 

Isaie Dubuc, Lake Megantic, appointed District Fire Inspector. Mr. Dubue 
covers same territory as Mr. Roche given above. 


NEW BRUNSWICK, 


The inspection work handled by the Crown Lands Department of the province 
of New Brunswick is as follows :— 

John McGibbon, Chief Fire Ranger, St. Stephen, appointed Provincial Fire 
Inspector. The territory covered includes the Canadian Pacific, Elgin and Havelock, 
Nase Pronswick and P._E. 1. N. B. Coal and ‘Railway, Salisbury and- Albert, St. 


Martins Railway, and Temiscouata. 
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A. E. O’Leary, Chief Game Guardian, Richibucto, N.B., appointed Assistant 
Provincial Fire Inspector. Mr. O’Leary assisted Mr. McGibbon in handling the fire 
inspection work on the above-named railways. 


NOVA SCOTIA. 


Co-operation for the handling of inspection work in Nova Scotia was promised by : 
the Provincial Government, but the putting of the plan into effect has been delayed, 
pending the appointment of a Provincial Forester, for which appointment provision 
has been made by act of the Provincial Parliament. 


RAILWAY FIRE PATROLS. 


The plan adopted in 1912 was continued, of requiring the establishment and main- 
tenance of special fire patrols in forest sections where the fire hazard is considered high. 
The special patrols consisted for the most part of men with railway velocipedes, 
although in some cases where the traffic was light the patrols consisted of men with 
power speeders. In the case of grades too heavy for the use of velocipedes or power 
speeders, foot patrols were prescribed. 

In sections where the fire danger was considered medium, special patrols were 
required by members of the section crews, as a part of their regular work. The matter 
of reporting and extinguishing fire on lines or portions of lines where the fire hazard 
is considered light, was satisfactorily taken care of by the issuance of instructions by 
the railway companies, to their regular employees, under regulation 14 of general order 
No. 107. Such instructions were issued by nearly all the railway lines subject to the 
board’s jurisdiction. 

Letters prescribing patrols or other special measures to be taken in connection 
with railway fire protection were issued the following railway companies: Canadian 
Pacific Western Lines, Canadian Pacific Eastern Lines, Canadian Northern, Canadian 
Northern Ontario, Grand Trunk Pacific, Grand Trunk, Great Northern, Victoria and 
Sydney, Esquimalt and Nanaimo, Kettle Valley, Temiscouata and Edmonton, Dun- 
vegan and British Columbia. As to other lines, the insurance of special instructions 
to regular employees, under regulation 14 of general order No. 107, was considered | 
sufficient. 

On that portion of the Grand Trunk Pacific lines under construction in British 
Columbia, special patrols were prescribed, with the understanding that it would be con- 
sidered satisfactory compliance with the requirements of the board in this respect, 
should the company enter into an agreement with the Government of British Columbia, 
under which the patrols should be maintained by the British Columbia Forest branch. 
This plan worked out satisfactorily, the cost being divided between the railway com- 
pany and the Provincial Government, in consideration of the fact that the patrolmen 
were able to cover land on both sides of the right of way. A somewhat similar arrange- 
ment was made for the maintenance of special patrols on the Kootenay Central Rail- 
way, a subsidiary of the Canadian Pacific Railway, under construction in Southern 
British Columbia. The patrols required along those portions of the Canadian North- 
ern and Edmonton, Dunvegan and British Columbia railways under construction in 
forest sections were maintained by the companies direct, under the general supervision 
of officers of the Dominion Forestry Branch, acting on behalf of the board. 

The policy was consistently followed throughout the year, of relieving the railway 
companies from the necessity of maintaining special patrols, so far as weather condi- 
tions rendered such action practicable. The extent to which this policy could be ecar- 
ried out naturally depended also, to some degree, upon the extent to which the railway 
companies had specially organized their fire-protection work, so as to ensure the prompt 
resumption of patrols when the weather became dry. The handling of this patrol work 
constitutes an important feature of the activities of the local officers of the board. As a 
rule, these officers maintained a close degree of co-operation with the local railway 


officials, thus securing a maximum of efficiency in fire protection at a minimum of cost 
to the companies. 
2 
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RIGHT OF WAY CLEARING. 


Material improvement was shown in connection with the removal of inflammable 
material from railway rights of way, as required by section 297 of the Railway ct. 
This improvement is especially noticeable in the West, where credit is particularly 
due the Canadian Northern, Great Northern, Canadian Pacific, and Grand Trunk 
Pacific Railways, for the very material improvement which has taken place in this 
connection. 

Circular No. 107 (appendix L) was issued under date of February 22, 1913, for 
the purpose of urging upon railway companies the imiportance of burning or other- 
wise removing from the right of way all dead and dry grass, weeds and other unne- 
cessary inflammable matter, at the earliest practicable date in the spring, in order to 
minimize the fire hazard. The circular resulted in increased attention by the railway 
companies to this important matter. Under date of March 5, 1914, a similar circular, 
No. 128, was issued, urging close attention to this matter, in connection with the 
opening of the fire season of 1914. = 


FIREGUARD CONSTRUCTION. 


The entire fireguard situation has received very careful attention throughout the 
year. There has been a large correspondence relative to this matter with railway 
companies, representatives of the farming interests, experimental farms, and agricul- 
tural colleges. As a result of all this investigation, a number of changes have been 
made in the requirements as to fireguard construction in the Prairie Provinces. 
Letter of May 24, 1913, issued by the chief fire inspector, under regulation 9 of order 
16570, was sent to the Canadian Pacific, Canadian Northern, and Grand Trunk 
Pacific railways. 

The requirements for fireguarding in open prairie land included the ploughing 
of a strip not less than 16 feet in width, not less than 300 feet from the centre of the 
track, and the burning or other removal of all dead or dry grass and other unneces- 
sary combustible matter between the fireguard and the track. 

In the case of fenced grazing lands a 16-foot ploughed strip was prescribed, not 
less than 200 feet from the track, with the burning or other removal of dead or dry 
grass and other unnecessary combustible matter from the right of way. It will be 
noted that in this case the burning off of dry grass was not required between the right 
of way and the fireguard. 

In cultivated lands, the letter of May 24 prescribed the ploughing of an 8-foot 
strip not less than 100 feet from the centre of the track, with the burning or other 
removal of dead and dry grass from the right of way. This requirement involved the 
construction of fire-guards in cultivated lands direct by the railway companies, the 
_ game as in the case of open prairie and fenced grazing lands. Following a conference 

at Winnipeg on August 6, with representatives of the railway companies and of the 
farming interests, a modification was made under date of August 8, as to the require- 
ments for fireguarding in cultivated lands. The letter of August 8 required the 
burning or other removal of all grass, brush, weeds, and other unnecessary combustible 
matter between the track and the edge of the cultivated land, provided that this 
requirement should not extend more than 10 feet outside the right of way on private 
land. The requirement also covered the ploughing of either 4-foot or 8-foot fireguards 
through cultivated lands adjacent to railway lines in the three prairie provinces, 
wherever such action is necessary in the judgment of the owner or occupant of such 
land, and where such owner or occupant would undertake to plough, immediately 
following the harvest, either a 4-foot or an 8-foot fireguard, as he might consider 
necessary, at a distance of approximately 100 feet from the track, for a remuneration 
of $1.75 per lineal mile of 4-foot fireguard, or $3 per lineal mile of 8-foot fireguard, 
such amount to be promptly paid by the company, it being understood that the 
minimum amount ta be paid in any case should be $1. The above modifications were 
based upon the assumption that if the right of way and adjacent narrow uncultivated 
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strip are freed from combustible matter, in accordance with the above requirements, 
the greatest source of fire danger in cultivated sections will have been removed, and, 
while in some sections and under some conditions the ploughing of fireguards through 
cultivated land will still be necessary, in other sections and under other conditions 
such action is not essential to a reasonable degree of safety. It was also agreed that 
in general the best judge of the necessity for ploughing fireguards through cultivated 
lands is the owner or occupant of the land himself, and that where such action is 
necessary, some degree of co-operation on the part of the landowner or occupant may 
reasonably be expected. In a general way the plan has worked out satisfactorily, 
and no complaints have been received as to the principle adopted in this connection. 

The construction of fireguards as above described was required along railway 
lines in the provinces of Alberta, Saskatchewan, and Manitoba, except where a satis- 
factory showing should be made by the company concerned that such construction was 
either unnecessary or impracticable. This plan involved the submission by each com- 
pany, of a so-called fireguard exemption plan, action upon which in each case involved 
a considerable amount of field inspection by the provincial fireguard inspector. 
Further inspection was necessary in the fall, to determine the extent to which the 
requirements relative to fireguard construction had or had ‘not been fulfilled. It is 
considered very important that, as a preventive measure, there should be strict enforce- 
ment of the requirement for the burning off of dry grass between the track and the 
fireguard in the case of open prairie, between the track and the edge of cultivation in 
the case of cultivated land, and on the right of way in the case of fenced grazing land. 

The following statements show for each railway company the work done in con- 
nection with fireguard construction. A 
SumMARY oF Firecuarp Construction by Railways in the provinces of Alberta, Sas- 

katechewan, and Manitoba, 1913. 


NAME OF RAILWAY. 


Great ; Grand Trunk; Canadian Canadian 
Northern. | Pacitic. ' Northern. Pacific. 
Miles. Miles. Miles. Miles. 
Jgengoh in track miles 3005.42 jes eet 162°38 1,795" 1 4,011°8 5,960°9 
Length intire@uard, miles\4., io eres 324°76 3,590 °2 8,023 °6 11,921°8 
Fireguards constructed— 
Onen (Prairies: cee Oke te eee oy KS | 7,878 °7 
Hencedieraaimy vlands. 120.1 one comnise oon 1,903 °7 | 3,708 05 
Gultivated lands’. .as.. acne sn. wane ate 15300 ) | | 144°1 
aires aren ae, pea yen 
phy LOU s Cong ve DR op Res pth wen ae oe 272°50 1,903°7 | —8,708°05 8,022°8 
Fireguards not constriucted— 
Reaiptions *. {ck fee ee es 52°26 74300 | 2,633°10 1,684°6 
Owner -vefusés entrance :3:4%), ho hce eee a) ee ee oar | 46°30 45°45 80°8 
Tand already ploughed “275 4a;,.c-cge an) ject ake lbae fee ee | 28°8 3:4 
Cultivated land, not fireguarded by) | 
OWE Ws as conte, mca hate a oka tela |e aha eer Nee cetiors tae QABeO. Fs 
Other reagond)! i .s5)7-. assem oe eee Siete eae 897 00 1,396°2. | 2,130 °2 
| 
Bisbal uc he once” eh see cease ie 52°26 1,686°50 | 4,315°65 | 3,899°0 


1 Fireguard mileage is double the track mileage, since the construction of fireguards is required on 
both sides of track. 

* Company exempted from fireguard construction, as to portions of line where showing made that 
such construction is unnecessary or impracticable. 

‘ Employees. of railway company refused permission, by owner, to enter upon land for purpose of 
constructing fireguards. . 

* Fireguarding unnecessary, because fields already ploughed. 

5 Fireguarding in cultivated land required only where the land owner or occupant would undertake 
to ploughguard at the reasonable price specified by the board. 
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The inspection of fire-protective appliances on locomotives is under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Operating Department of the board. However, during the year, seventeen 
local officials of the Fire Inspection Department were instructed for this work, in co- 
operation with the Operating Department. This make a total of twenty-two of the 
local fire inspectors in this department who have been so instructed. The services of 
these men in connection with this line of work are especially valuable as to railway 
lines under construction, and the more remote branches of railways in forest sections, 
since they supplement materially the regular inspections by Operating Department 
officials. ; 


Summary of Fire Reports, Season of 1913. 


The accompanying statements show all the information available with regard to 
fires occurring within 300 feet of railway tracks during the season of 1913. The infor- 
mation available as to the situation in Eastern Canada is very much less satisfac- 
tory than that relating to the West, partly on account of delay in organizing the work, 
and partly on account of insufficient inspection having been provided by the provin- 
cial Governments which have co-operated with the board. In the East, only partial 
information is available as to the amount of damage done by fires occurring along 
railway lines. On account of incomplete organization in Ontario, it was not practi- 
cable to secure information relative to some of the fires which occurred, particularly 
in the Muskoka section. It is hoped that these omissions will be largely corrected in 
1914, 

In general, it may safely be stated that the results which have been secured from 
the co-operative handling of the railway fire protection work have been admirable. 
That occurrence and spread of railway fires has beyond the possibility of a doubt been 
greatly reduced. There is every reason to believe that the efficiency of the work will 
still further be increased during the coming year, through the extension and increased 
efficiency of the inspection staffs to be made available by the various co-operating 
agencies, especially in Eastern Canada. For the most part, full credit must be given 
the railways for the fine attitude they have shown toward the work of the Fire Inspec- 
tion Department, and for their very general endeavour to comply honestly with the 
various requirements. 
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Summary or Reports occurring adjacent to Railway Lines subject to the 
(Exclusive of 


h 


$ Pa 2 @ Be 
2.8 = oS eset! Os 
25 a Pls ies RR aah gees 
25 4 | B|s Ome fae Soe aes 
an =| = & |Canadian| ¥ -3 | 3 a2 
& 2 ra S 3 Northern. is, oS re 
so = ue) i 5 - ~ a os Bee 
ar q S ore es He E 6 
2 s o 2 2 Oe aw >O 
5 o M1 > ee cs 
Number of fires reported as start- 
ing within 300 feet of track.... 202 43 15 1 190 27 2 5 
Causes of fires : 
(aR PRING cece ato eee ae 163 ISiex ee 1 93 21 aD os tatters 
(b) Tramps, ete., and camp fires 20 3 Di, ae tis 7 2 gle oes eaNane 
(c) Other known causes.... ... 4 15 13 |e 42 Laces 5 
(dq) Unkuown 045.0). tee sere 15 i leat eerie 38 | Rees aa ice 
(e) No€ reported: x. is cess s goede dows sialge aegis soe cere ef tole ng, file Mik aale tale cae-ormmaell arear git meme ee bere tae nae 
Acres burned over by fires outside 
right of way: 
(a) Grass or cultivated land.... 141 Sea oe Pec 129 GO tee Ser araete aes 
(b) Young forest growth....... 15 1,115 LAM Eats 126 rol eee 40 
Coyne dandy (ere sacietararen 3 HOO aro etd cere 95\" LOOPS oes . 805 
(d) Slashing or old burn not re- 
SLOCKING G..c cna. cents area oe hohe aa gee 30 40 SO) Fae ae aeon eon 
ReyPA DEGRA. gi oho Ven ag neers 159 1,664 17; 30 BOO) elo 345 
Value of property destroyed : $ cts. $ cts.|$ cts. $ cts.|$ cts. $ cts. 
fa) YOUN gs PTOWEN, “eee bru ctr 30 00} 5,300 00/105 00; ..... 610; 00) :eee=) Greene 120 00 
MWASHON bi Yeei otis orc) ie ear awom loons NGS oc 000" 00) santana aot 1,200 00)110 00)..... 600 00 
(c) Forest products in process of 
MANULACEUTE. .6 A ssies o'icd s-aillate dives od nieibghe bio a bit ape jerk terstoraftovece ole alte apace tl rele otal een |e cha eee: 
(d) Railway pcoperty not cover- 
Cols hahey con onm mae aaa eres oaltea rion cic oi acidic Seeder, ican; Pa ee earns HN eerie tmo bree \io.ccie Sc oe 
(e) Other private property not 
COVErEd IN BHOVE® saben scrusre de loni|lcar ab ected oe ll wunteec ideas sie bee oad atlce esa eee eee 
fi) Operas harcoresealetn ues, aeevs 30 00} 10,300 00/105 00). ....| 1,810 00/110 00)...... 720 00 
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jurisdiction of the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 


Prairie Fires.) 


403 


Season 1913. 


ae = ig ee f: c= FS 
5 B £4 B Belin = Brvaleie 
= Beech Sie eet ee ih cee lee 
3. 2 ad ae 552 i 8 S = 
8h H ao & on & BE ‘.) = = 
7S ae oS oa ao pu a= ® Fs E 
Se q es & oes HS a & g 
Ke) s ao z 38a 3st & 5 eB 
'é) O O 6) eS A) pie ia a nal 
9 93 31 43) 42 15 2 6 2, 
a 3) Rae ais eae 1 Br age meee 7 Led Seb, 1 
AAS BAeie | ai charterer er pat cca, Mons la ean, 3 Ei etiene : 
a eet iene atte ort 8}. A Lae Sor ere 1 
5 62). a ieee eens ai See are cre hd Shears 
Rhee | i sentra sare capah yee eWay gees Vallee eet tease Ghee 
ME AOS oe tors 89 Pe hae fal pe GP | See res warn 8 7 A ae 
1,384 3,897 3 LS S3 Zil'e ome. poe ets pat a el (A Pa 
1,384 3,986 5 EBA YAN enn aes» 10 7 LA epee So 
$ cts. $ cts. $ cts $ cts $ cts.| $ cts 
1,240 00) 4,860 00).......... MOG Ob: OO i. tae tees ite te sea eset ll hekacsy tale ns [eee ark in 
neat cal Ul cvercche Some GyA 28000 eeertern ls 4013293) 0192700 | tana eal siete 
1,240 00| 4,860 00| 6,428 00| 10,970 00| 4,013 93] 192 O0|........]. .... |e... 


Salisburyand Albert. 


“Totals. 


118 
21,528 


$ cts. 
23,235 00 
6,910 00 


10,633 93 


40,778 93 
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Many small fires occurred in agricultural sections, not included in these totals, 
where the damage done was for the most part the destruction of pasture, fencing, hay, 
ete. This situation applies particularly to the Canadian Pacific eastern lines, Grand 
Trunk, and Canadian Northern Ontario Railway. 

It is reported that no fires originated within 300 feet of the track in the case of 
the following railways: White Pass & Yukon route, Esquimalt & Nanaimo, Atlantic, 
Quebec & Western, Quebee Oriental, Rutland, Temiscouata, Central Railway of 
Canada, Western Canada Power Company. 

On account of incomplete organization, no information is available as to the fire 
situation along the following lines which operate at least in part through forest sec- 
tions: Algoma Central & Hudson Bay, Algoma Eastern, Central Ontario, Dominion 
Atlantic, Elgin & Havelock, Moncton & Buctouche, St. Martins, Cumberland Railway 
& Coal Company. 

Fire statistics are not available and no attempt has been made to secure them as 
to the following lines which do not operate to any material extent through forest sec- 
tions: Bay of Quinte, Brockville, Westport & Northwestern, Klondike Mines, 
Michigan Central, Ottawa & New York, Pere Marquette, Schomberg & Aurora, 
Thousand Islands, Oshawa, Toronto, Hamilton & Buffalo, Wabash, Essex Terminal. 


PRAIRIE FIRES. 


Complete statistics as to prairie fires are not available, since there is no adequate 
provision for the submission of such reports by railway companies. However, a certain 
amount of information is available, through the courtesy of the Royal Northwest 
Mounted Police, from which organization has been secured the information contained 
in the following tabulation : 


SUMMARY OF PRAIRIE FIRES reported by the R.N.W.M. Police as known to have been 
set out by the various railways. since 1911. 


NuMBER OF FIRES REPORTED. 
Province and Year. —— —. -———__——_-_——| Lotals. 
Coben: CaN. Re Gre 
Saskatchewan— 
1b) are tee een ae ane “hae 7 LOU! 2 2) 2 5 
ROT 2 a. Ver: Soe tte ects Ge ER ee 8 2 4 14 
LOU S Pi gaige tect © aaa! rata en ae ee Me ee 10 5 2 ee 
Alberta— 
0) § eee rae AE et ey ee ee eile EA) a ee ee ES a 
LOT Bia arse te ee ee ee eee 3 MG Pa RAs Sere 4 
TONS eae oe eal eres oreo oh ee eee sila ry ee Artin 1 6 
Both Provinces— 
1b 5 ER re PR ee ee. ot ed: 2 1 2 | 5 
L917. CAS. eee Pe DF ees as La ll S 4 18 
EL aioe & PR a eet re 15 5 3 | 23 
ee ea ee ee ee 
Totalseco che ce ee eee 28 9 9 | 46 


In thirty-seven of the above cases, the fires are reported as presumed to have been 
started by engines. In five cases, the fire is reported to have escaped in connection 
with burning off the right of way, and in three cases as having escaped from the sec- 
tion crews. In one case, specific cause was not reported. 
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For the most part the loss sustained is in the form of pasture. Loss is also 
reported as to hay, wheat stooks, implements and buildings. No estimate of total loss 
is available. 

Convictions are reported in five cases, of which three were for allowing fire to 
escape while burning right of way, and one on account of engine not being equipped 
with proper spark arresting device. In one case details are not given. 

The above figures represent only the cases in which fires have been officially 
brought to the attention of the R.N.W.M. Police, and, therefore, cover by no means all 
the prairie fires which have occurred. The operations of the police force do not extend 
to the settled portions of Manitoba, therefore no information is available from the 
records of the organization as to prairie fires occurring in that province. 

In addition to the above fires, complaints have been made to the Board, during 
the year, relative to failure of railways to construct fire guards, or regarding fires 
_ which have occurred in the prairie sections, as follows: = 

Canadian Northern Railway, one complaint from Manitoba, two from Saskatche- 
wan and ten from Alberta; total 13. 

Canadian Pacific Railway, one complaint from Manitoba, eight from Saskat- 
chewan, and four from Alberta; total 13. 


Grand Trunk Pacific Railway, one complaint from Saskatchewan. 
‘Respectfully submitted, 


CLYDE LEAVITT, 
Chief Fire Inspector. 
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Bell and Dunn—Practice Forms. 
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Curran—Freight Rates. ‘Studies in Rate Construction. 
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Express Statistics of the Dominion of Canada, 1912. 
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Fuzier—Herman. Code Civil. Supplement. 
Fuzier-Herman—Repertoire du Droit Francais. 
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Hutchinson on Carriers. 
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Index to Quebec Official Reports. 

Indiana—Annual Report of the Railroad Commission, 1910. 

Interstate Commerce Act as amended, 1912. State Public Utility Laws, Federal and 
State Court Decisions, Interstate Commerce Laws. 
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Jevons—The State in Relation to Labour. 

Johnson—American Railway Transportation. 
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Johnson—Ocean and Inland Water Transportation. : 
Jones—Telegraph and Telephone Companies. 

Joy—Toll Telephone Practice. 
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Judgment of the Board Relating to Express Companies in Canada. 
Judson—Interstate Commerce. ‘ 


Kansas Public Utilities Commission Reports. 

Kant—Index to Cases Judicially Noticed in the Law Reports. 
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Kerr—Injunctions. 

Kirkman—The Science of Railways. 


Lafleur—cConflict of Laws. 
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Latimer—Railway Signalling in Theory and Practice. 
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Law Times Reports. General Index. 

Lefroy’s Legislative Power in Canada. 

Legal Mews. 

Leggett—Bills of Lading. 

Lewis—American Railroad and Corporation Reports. 
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Lewis Sutherland—Statutory Construction. ; 

Littre et Beaujeu—Dictionnaire de la Langue Francaise, avec un Supplement d’Histoire 
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Louisiana—Railroad- Commission Annual Reports. 
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Lovell’s Gazetteer of the Dominion of Canada. 

Lower Canada Jurists. 


Lower Canada Reports. 
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Lyon—Capitalization. A Book on Corporation Finance. 


410 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 
5 GEORGE V., A. 1915 


LIST OF BOOKS IN LIBRARY UP TO MACRBH 31, 1914.—Continued. 
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MacMurchy and Dennison—Canadian Railway Act, Annotated. 

MacMurchy and Dennison—Canadian Railway Cases. 

MacMurchy and Dennison—Railway Law of Canada. 

Macnamara—Law of Carriers. 

Maine—Commissioner of Highways Annual Reports. 

Manitoba Law Reports. 

Manitoba Public Utilities Commission Report, 1912. 

Manitoba Statutes, 1871-1913. Revised Statutes, 1891-1902. 

Mann—Massachusetts Railroad and Railway Laws, 1908. 

Manual Railway and Signal Association. 

Marriott—The Fixing of Rates and Fares. 

Maryland—Annual Report Bureau of Statistics and Information, 1910. 

Massachusetts Public Service Commission Reports, 1914. 

Massachusetts Railroad Commissioners’ Reports. 

Masters’ Supreme Court Practice, 1908. 

Mathieu—Code Civil de la Province de Quebec. 

Mayne on Damages. 

Maxwell on ‘Statutes. 

McDermot on Railways. 

McLean—Georgian Bay Canal. 

McNicol—American Telegraph Practice. 

McPherson and Clarke—Law of Mines. 

McPherson—Railroad Freight Rates in Relation to the Industry and Commerce of the 
United States. 

McPherson-—Transportation in Europe. 

McPherson—The Working of the Railroads. 

Merritt—Federal Regulation of Railway Rates. 

Mews’ Digest of English Case Law, 16 Vols. Annual Supplements, 1898-1912. 

Meyer—British State Telegraphs. 

Meyer—Government Regulation of Railway Rates. 

Meyer—Municipal Ownership in Great Britain. 

Meyer—Public Ownership and the Telephone in Great Britain. 

Meyer—Railway Legislation in the United States. 

Michigan Railroad Laws. 

Michigan Commissioner of Railroads Reports. 


Mignault. - . 
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Minnesota Railroad and Warehouse Commission Reports. . 

Mississippi Railroad Commissioners’ Reports. ° 


Missouri Railroad and Warehouse Commissioners’ Reports. 
Moulton—Waterways vs. Railways. 

Montreal Directory. 

Montreal Law Reports. 

Moody—Analyses of Railroad Investments, 1912. 
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Moore on Carriers. 

Morris—Railroad Administration. 
Mossop—Railway Operating Statistics. 
Mulvey—Canadian Company Law. 

Murray’s English Dictionary. 


National Association of Railway Commissioners. Proceedings, 1912. Digest of Federal 
and State Court Decisions. Interstate Commerce Laws. Interstate Commerce Act as 
amended, 1912-1913. 

Nebraska—Laws Relating to Railroads and other Common Carriers. 

Nebraska State Railway Commission Reports. 

Nellis—Street Railroad Accident Law. 

Nellis—Street Service Railroads. 

Nelson—The Anatomy of Railroad Reports. 

Nelson—Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Nevada Railroad Commission Annual Reports, Public Service Commission, 1912. 

New Brunswick Board of Commissioners of Public Utilities Report. 

New Brunswick Equity Reports. 

New Brunswick Reports. 

New Brunswick Statutes, 1867-1913. Consolidated Statutes, 1877, 1903. 

Newcombe—Railway Economics. 

Newcombe—Work of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

New Jersey Board of Public Utility Commissioners’ Reports. 
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North Carolina State Tax Commission Reports. 

North West Territories Ordinances, 1878-1905. Consolidated Ordinances, 1898. General 
Ordinances, 1905. ; 

Nouveau Dictionnaire, Anglais-Francais et Francais-Anglais. 

Nova Scotia Judicature Act, 1900. " 

Nova Scotia Reports. 

Nova Scotia Statutes, 1865-1913. Revised Statutes, 1871, 1884, 1900. 

Noyes—American Railroad Rates. 

Nutt—Technological Dictionary, French, German, English. 


O’Brien’s Conveyancer. 

Official Postal Guide of Canada. 

Oklahoma Corporation Commission Report. 

Ontario Digest Case Law and Supplement. 

Ontario Gazetteer and Business Directory. 

Ontario and Upper Canada Reports. 

Ontario Law Reports, Index of Cases, 1905-1911. 

Ontario Law Reports, Digest of Cases, 1882-1887. 

Ontario Railway Digest. 

Ontario Railway and Municipal Board Reports. 

Ontario Statutes, 1867-1913. Revised Statutes, 1877, 1887 and 1897. 

Oregon Railroad Commission Reports. 

Oregon Railroad Commission. Uniform Classification of accounts for Electric Utilities, Gas 
Utilities, and Water Utilities, adopted June 16, 1913. 

Ottawa Directory. 

Oxley—Light Railways. 


Paine—The Law of Bailments. 
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Parsons—The Heart of the Railroad Problem. 

Parsons—Railway Companies and Passengers. 

Patterson—Railway Accident Law. 

Pease—The Freight Transportation of Trolley Lines. 

Pennsylvania State Railroad Commission Reports. 

Pierce—Digest of Decisions under Act to Regulate Commerce, 1887-1908. 
Piggott—Imperial Statutes. 

Pim—The Railways and the State. 

Pollock—Bill of Lading Exceptions. 

Poor—Manual of Railroads. 
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Pratt—American Railways. 

Pratt— Canals and Traders. 

Pratt—German vs. English Railways. 

Pratt and MacKenzie—Highways. 

Pratt—A History of Inland Transport and Communication in England, 
Pratt—Railways and their Rates. 

Prentice—Federal Powers over Carriers and Corporations. 

Prince Edward Island Reports. 

Prince Edward Island Statutes, 1867-1912. 

Proctor—The Drainage Acts, 1908, Ontario, Manitoba, and British Columbia. 


Quebec Law Reports. 8 
Quebec Official Reports. 

Quebec Public Utilities Commission Annual Reports. 

Quebec Statutes, 1868-1912. Revised Statutes, 1888, 1889, and 1909. 


Railway Signal Association Manual. 

Railway Signal Association, 1909, Proceedings. 

Railway Statistics of Canada. . 

Railway Statistics of the United States. 

Railways in the United States. 

Ramsay & Morin’s Reports. 

Rapalje—Digest of American Decisions and Reports. 

Rapalje and Mack—Digest of Railway Law. 

Raper—Railway Transportation. 
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Ray—Negligence of Imposed Duties. Passenger Carriers, Freight Carriers. 
Redfield—The Law of Railways. 

Redman—Arbitration and Awards. 

Redman—Law of Railway Carriers. 
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Rhode Island Public Utilities Commission Annual. Report. 
Richards—Conservation of Men. 

Richardson & Hook—American Street Railway Decisions 
Richards & Soper—Compensation. 

Ripley—The Railroads and the People. 
Ripley—Railroads, Rates and Regulations. 
Ripley—Railway Problems. 

Robertson—Tramways. 

Robinson and Joseph—Law and Equity Digest. 
Roscoe—Nisi Prius. 

Ross—British Railways. 

Rover on Railroads. 

Russell on Arbitration. 

Russell and Bayley—lIndian Railways Act, 1890. 
Russell—Equity Decisions of Nova Scotia. 


Saskatchewan Reports. 

Saskatchewan Statutes, 1906-1913. Revised Statutes, 1909. 

Sayings and Writings about the Railways. 

Schouler—Bailments and Carriers. 

Scott—Automatic Block Signals. 

Scott—Law of Telegraphs. 

Scrutton—Charterparties and Bills of Lading. 

Sellew—Steel Rails, their History, Properties, Strength, and Manufacture. 

Seton on Decrees. 

Shaughnessy—Before the Interstate Commerce Commission. Long and Short Haul 
Provisions. 

Shelton—The lakes-to-the-Gulf Deep Waterway. 

Sirey—Code Civil. 

Smith—Organization of Ocean Commerce. 

Snyder—American Railways as Investments. 

Snyder—Annotated Interstate Commerce Act and Federal Anti-Trust Laws. 

Sourdat. 

South Carolina Railroad Commission Reports. 

Stafford—The Canadian Oyster. Commission of Conservation, Canada. 

Statistics of Express Companies in Dominion of Canada, 1912. 

Statistics of Express Companies in the United States, 1909. 

Statistics of Railways in Canada. 

Statistics of Railways in the United States. 

Statistics of Telegraph Companies in Canada. 

Statuts du Canada. 

Statuts de Québec. 

Statutes relating to the City of Toronto, 1894. 

Stephens—Digest of Highway Cases. 

Stephen—Quebec Digest. 

Sterne—Railways in the United States. 

Steven—Digest of N. B. Reports. 

Stewart—Index to Dominion and Provincial Statutes. 

Stickney—The Railway Problem. 

Streets—Foundations of Legal Liability. - 

Strombeck—Freight Classification. 

Stroud’s Judicial Dictionary. 

Suffern & Son—Railway Operating Costs. 

Supreme Court of Canada Reports. 

Sutherland on Damages, 


Talbot—The Making of a Great Canadian Railway. 
Talbot and Fort—English Citations. 

Talbot—Railway Conquest of the World. 
Taschereau—The Criminal Code. 

Taschereau—These du Cas Fortuit. 

Taylor on Evidence. 

Temiskaming and Northern Ontario Railway Commission Annual Reports. 
Temp. Wood—Manitoba Reports. 

Territories Law Reports. 

Texas Railroad Commission Reports. 
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Théoret—Code de Procédure Civile, Montréal. 

Thiess and Joy—Toll Telephone Practice. 
Thompson—Law of Electricity. 

Thornton—Railroad Fences and Private Crossings. 
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Toronto Directory. 


United States Supreme Court Reports. Digest. 
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Van Zile—Bailments and Carriers. 

Vaughan—Index to the Railway Acts of Canada, 1898. 

Vermont Public Service Commission Reports. 
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Virginia State Corporation Commission Reports. 


Waghorn—tTraders and Railways. 
Washington—Progress and Prosperity. 

Washington State Public Service Commission Reports. 
Webb—Economics of Railroad Construction. 
Webster’s Collegiate Dictionary. 

Weir’s Assessment Law, Canada. 

Weld—Private Freight Cars and American Railways. 
Wellington—The Economic Theory of Railways. 
Wellington—Economical Theory of Railway Location. 
Weyl—Passenger Traffic of Railways. 

Whitaker’s Almanac. 

Wigmore on Evidence. 

Wilson—Mechanical Railway Signalling. 
Wilson—Power Railway Signalling. 

Wilson—Safety of British Railways. 

Wisconsin Railroad Commission Reports. 

Wood on Railway Law. 

W oodfall—Railway and Canal Traffic. 
Woodlock—Anatomy of Railroad Reports, 

Words and Phrases Judicially Defined. 
Wright—Locomotive Dictionary, 1912, American Railway Master Mechanics’ Association. 
Wyer—Regulation, Valuation, and Depreciation of Public Utilities. 
Wyman on Public Service Corporations. 


Young’s Admiralty Nova Scotia Reports. 
Yukon Territory Ordinances, 1903-1913. Consolidated Ordinance, 1902. 
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APPENDIX K. 


LIST OF CASES APPEALED TO THE SUPREME COURT SINCE 
FEBRUARY 1, 1904, TO MARCH 831, 1914. 


File 1114—Montreal Terminal Railway vs. Montreal Street Railway, Pius IX 
Avenue Crossing. Appeal from order of Deputy Chief Commissioner and Commis- 
sioner Mills on question of jurisdiction. Appeal allowed. 

File 1492.—James Bay Railway vs. Grand Trunk Railway Crossing Belt Line 
spur. Appeal to the Supreme Court on question of law. Appeal dismissed. 

File 383.—Canada Atlantic Railway, Ottawa Electric Railway and City of 
Ottawa, re Bank Street subway. Appeal of the Ottawa Electric Railway Company 
on question of law. Appeal dismissed. 

Bile 588.—ke Toronto Union Station, A. R. Williams Expropriation. Appeal 
to Supreme Court and then to Privy Council, England, on question of jurisdiction. 
Appeal dismissed. 

File 1604.—Case 1309—Robinson vs. Grand Trunk Railway two-cent rate. 
Appeal to the Supreme Court and then to the Privy Council, on question of law. 
Appeal dismissed. 

File 689.—Canadian Pacific Railway Company vs. Grand Trunk Railway re 
branch line, London, Ont. Company appeal to Supreme Court on question of juris- 
diction. Appeal dismissed. 

Case 1680.—Essex Terminal and W. E. & L. S. R. R. crossing, township of 
Sandwich. Appeal by the Essex Terminal Railway to the Supreme Court on question 
of law. Appeal dismissed. 

File 1497—T. D. Robinson and Canadian Northern Railway spur at Winnipeg. 
Appeal to the Supreme Court by the Canadian Northern Railway Company on ques- 
tion of jurisdiction. Appeal dismissed. 

File 9527.—Montreal Street Railway re rates Montreal Royal Ward. Appeal 
by the Montreal Street Railway to the Supreme Court of Canada on question of 
jurisdiction. Appeal allowed. 

File 4719.—Re Agriculture Department, province of Ontario, and Grand Trunk 
Railway Company Station at Vineland. Appeal to the Supreme Court of Canada 
by the Railway Company on question of jurisdiction. Appeal dismissed. 

Case 3322.—Re Toronto Viaduct. Appeal to the Supreme Court by the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company on question of law. Appeal dismissed. 

Case 4813.—Re Fencing and Cattle-euards—Order No. 7473. Appeal to the 
Supreme Court by the Canadian Northern Railway Company on question of juris- 
diction. Appeal allowed in part. 

Case 4492.—City of Toronto and Grand Trunk Railway and Canadian Pacitie 
Railway Companies, re commutation tickets. Stated Case to the Supreme Court by 
the City of Toronto on question of law. 

Case 3545.—Re City of Ottawa and County of Carleton, Richmond Road Viaduct. 
Appeal by County of Carleton, on question of jurisdiction. Appeal dismissed. 

File 13079—Grand Trunk Railway and Canadian Northern Ontario railway 
spur, township of Scarboro. Appeal to the Supreme Court by the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company on question of jurisdiction. Appeal dismissed. 

Case 3269.—Grand Trunk Railway and British American Oil Company Oil Rate. 


Appeal to the Supreme Court by the Grand Trunk Railway Company on question of 
law. Appeal dismissed. 
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File 1519.—Grand Trunk Pacific Railway and Fort William, re location. Appeal 
by the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway to the Supreme Court of Canada, on question of 
jurisdiction. Appeal dismissed. 

File 11965.— Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway and Davy. Appeal to 
the Supreme Court by the Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway Company on 
question of jurisdiction. Appeal allowed. 

File 9527.—Montreal Street Railway, re Rates, Mount Royal Ward. Appeal by 
Montreal Park and Island Railway Company to the Supreme Court of Canada on 
question of jurisdiction. Appeal allowed. 

File 10912.—Application of the Canadian Northern Railway Company, under 
Section 237, of Railway Act, to cross certain streets in city of Prince Albert, Sask., 
and Chas. Macdonald. Not yet heard. 

File 15580.—Clover Bar Coal Co., Ltd., and Wm. Humberstone, the Grand Trunk 
Pacific Railway Company, and the Clover Bar Sand and Gravel Co. Appeal allowed. 

File 12682.—Regina Rate Case. Appeal dismissed. 

File 1487.—Application of E. B. Chambers and W. R. G. Phair in connection with 
Order of the board No. 544, dated July 18, 1905, re C.P.R. location, Molson, St. 
Boniface Branch. Leave to appeal granted. 

File 17963.—Application of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company for leave 
to appeal from judgment of the board in regard to complaint of A. E. Purcell, of 
Saskatoon, Sask. Appeal dismissed with costs, judgment being confined to the 
particular circumstances at Saskatoon. 

Case 3269.—Application of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company for leave to 
appeal from judgment of the board on question of jurisdiction is regard to British 
American Oil Company’s case. Appeal dismissed with costs. 

Qase 3269.—Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for leave to 
appeal from judgment of the board on question of jurisdiction is regard to British 
American Oil Case. Appeal dismissed with costs. 

Files 15330-15330-1—Application of the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific 
Railway Companies for leave to appeal upon the question of jurisdiction of the board, 
is regard to order dated May 16, 1911 re Canadian Oil Company. Appeal dismissed 
with costs. 

File 19435.—Application of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company for leave 
to appeal from order No. 16701 of the board, dated June 4, 1912, authorizing the 
city of Edmonton to cross the tracks and wires, etc. of its municipally-owned elec- 
trie street railway, the tracks of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company at 21st 
street, Edmonton. Appeal dismissed. 

File 14329-9.—Montreal Park and Island Railway Company and Montreal Tram- 
ways Company, for leave to appeal against Order of the Board No. 17083, dated July 
20, 1912, allowing the Lachine, Jacques Cartier and Maisonneuve Railway Com- 
pany to expropriate lands of the Montreal Park and Island Railway Company. Still 

ending. 

; File 20062.—Application of the British Columbia Electric Railway Company, 
from Order of the Board No. 17480, dated October 14, 1912, authorizing the city 
of Vancouver to construct Hastings, Pender, Keefer, and Harris streets across the 
tracks of the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern railway and Navigation Company, 
in the city of Vancouver, B.C. Appeal granted. 


LIST OF APPEALS TO THE GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL FROM FEBRUARY 
1, 1914 TO MARCH 31, 1914. 


File 399.—Bay of Quinté Railway, crossing Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
at Tweed, Ont. Appeal to the Governor in Council by the Bay of Quinté Railway. 
Order of the Board set aside and former Order of the Railway Committee confirmed. 


20c—27 


418 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 
5 GEORGE V., A. 1915 


File 1455.—James Bay Railway vs. Grand Trunk Railway Crossing near Beaver- 
ton, James Bay Railway Company appeal to the Governor in Council. Appeal dis- 
missed. 

File 1780.—Re Chatham Street Crossings, Grand Prk Railway Company, appeal 
by Grand Trunk Railway Company to the Governor in Council. Appeal dismissed. 

File 12992.—Re Maniwaki Branch of O.P.R., starting of trains from Ottawa. 
Appeal allowed and case referred back to board. 

File 2030.— Re tariffs of certain Yukon Railway (this was not included in the 
report). 

File 12912.—Park Avenue Subway. Town of St. Louis, Montreal and Canadian 
Pacific Railway. Appeal dismissed in part. 

File 3452-30—Application of J. Y. Rochester re Cameron Bay and Grand Trunk 
Pacific Railway Company. Appeal dismissed. 

File 17040.—Lambton to Weston Spur and Canadian Pacifie Railway Company. 
Appeal still pending. 

File 17716—Canadian Pacific Railway Company spur (Longue Pointe) through 
town of Maisonneuve, Que. Appeal dismissed. 

Files 18849 and 18787.—South Hazelton townsite and Grand Trunk Pacific Rail- 
way Company. Appeal allowed. 

Case 3322.—Toronto Viaduct Case. Appeal pending. - 

9487-153 and 12021-70.—Appeal of the Corporation of the City of Toronto, Ont., 
from two Orders of the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada, dated June 25, 
1912, and numbered respectively 16842 and 16846, and in the matter of the North 
Toronto Grade Separation, Yonge Street Subway. Appeal dismissed. 

File 19024—Appeal of Charles Miller of Toronto, Ont., from the Order of the 


Board dated the 14th day of May, 1913, in the matter of the Application of the Grand . 


Trunk Pacific Railway Company for the approval of the location of the Company’s 
station at Prince George, B.C. Appeal still pending. 

File 16177—Appeal off the Canadian Pacific Railway Company from the Order 
of the Board dated the 19th day of February, 1913, in the matter of the application of 
the Mountain ‘Lumber Mfrs. Association regarding lumber rates. Appeal withdrawn. 


¢ 
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APPENDIX “TL.” 


STANDARD REGULATIONS OF THE BOARD AFFECTING HIGHWAY 
CROSSINGS, AS AMENDED MAY 4, 1910. 


Unless otherwise ordered by the board, the regulations regarding the future 
construction of highway crossings are and shall be as follows:— 

1. With each application, the railway company shall send to the secretary of the 
feet ey sets of plans and profiles of the crossing or crossings in question :— 

cale :— 


Lg seit EU a8 SF AEA Oe ee ie a 400 feet to an inch. 
Profile of railway ) Horizontal........... 400 , 
Werticabats Siar icy, 20 &é 
Profile of highway ) Horizontal........... 100 a 
Nartical 2. oc. 20 « 


First set, for approval by and filling with the board. 

Second and third sets, to be furnished to the respective parties concerned, with a 
certified copy of the order approving of the same. 

2. The plan and profile shall show at least one-half mile of the railway each. way 
and 300 feet of the highway on each side of the crossing. 

3. The plan shall show all obstructions to the view from any point on the highway 
within 100 feet of the crossing to any point on the railway within one-half mile of the 
said crossing. 

4, The company shall give the municipality in which the proposed crossing lies, 
ten days’ notice of the application and copies of the plan, and furnish the board with 
proof of service. 

5. The road surface of level or elevated approaches, and of cuts made for 
approaches, to rural railway crossings over highways shall be 20 feet wide. 

(a) A strong, substantial fence, or railing 4 feet 6 inches high, with a good post- 
cap (4 inches by 4 inches), a middle piece of timber (14 inches by 6 inches), and a 
10-inch board firmly nailed to the bottom of the posts to prevent snow from blowing 
off the elevated roadway, shall be constructed on each side of every approach to a rural 
railway crossing over a highway where the height is 5 feet or more above the level of 
the adjacent ground,—leaving always a clear road surfaée of 20 feet in width. 

6. Unless otherwise ordered by the board, the planking, or paving blocks, or broken 
stone topped with crushed rock screenings, on rural railway crossings over highways 
(between the rails and for a width of at least 8 inches on the outer sides thereof) shall 
be 16 feet wide. . 

7. In cities, towns and villages, the width of all kinds of approaches to a railway 
crossing over a highway (street or avenue), and of the planking between the rails and 
on the outer sides thereof, must be regulated by the position of the street and the traftic 
or the anticipated traffic thereon, but shall not be less than 20 feet wide. 

8. Cuts and Fillings on Highway Crossings——Wherever a cut on the line of rail- 
way exceeds 9 feet or a filling thereon exceeds 7 feet at a highway or street crossing, 
the railway company, before proceeding with the work of construction, shall refer the 
matter to the board, with a full statement of the facts and circumstances, that the board 
may decide as to the advisability of ordering a separation of grades at the said crossing. 

9. In special cases, it may, upon application, be ordered that any existing highway 
crossing be constructed so as to conform to the foregoing standards and requirements. 


By order of the board, 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
20e—274 Secretary. 
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GENERAL ORDER No. 95. 


Saturday, the 2nd day of November, A.D., 1912. 


In the matter of the circular of the board No. 87, calling upon railway companies 
subject to its jurisdiction to show cause why an order should not go prohibiting 
the said companies from issuing an embargo against any traffic for a period 
longer than four days, without first giving the board at least ten days’ previous 
notice of its intention to issue such embargo, and the reason why such embargo 
is to be issued. File 19801. 

Upon the hearing of the matter at the sittings of the board held in the city of 
Ottawa, June 18, 1912, the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada, the Canadian 
Pacific, Canadian Northern, and Great Northern Railway Companies being repre- 
sented by counsel at the hearing; and reading what has been filed on behalf of the 
respondent railway companies, and the report and recommendation of the chief 
operating officer of the board. 

It is ordered as follows: Whenever a railway company subject to the jurisdic- 
tion of the board, issues an embargo against any traffic, it shall, within forty-eight 
hours thereafter, file with the board a copy of such embargo, with a statement of the 
eonditions rendering such embargo necessary, the action required to remove such 
conditions, and the probable time such embargo will be continued. And when such 


embargo is withdrawn or cancelled, the company shall forthwith file with the board. 


a copy of such withdrawal or cancellation. 


D’ARCY SCOTT, 
Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 96. 


. Monday, the 11th day of November, A.D., 1912. 

File No. 15382. 

In the matter of the specification for highway crossing signals. 

In pursuance of the powers vested in it under sections 30 and 237 of the Railway 
Act, and of all other powers possessed by the board in that behalf; upon the report of 
the chief engineer of the board, and upon reading the comments of the representa- 
tives of railways and supply companies interested in the erection and maintenance of 
highway crossing signals— 

Tt is ordered:—1. That until further notice the specifications for signals at high- 
way crossings are and shall be as follows:— 

Post.—The signal must be placed upon a post of suitable structural ma- 
terial. If the post is made of wood, it must be of sound timber not less than 
8 by 8 inches and 18 feet long, and shall be firmly set in the ground to a depth 
of 4 feet. If it is made of iron or steel, it shall be not less than 4 inches in 
diameter, shall extend at least 12 feet above the ground, and shall be firmly 
bolted to a concrete or other foundation constructed below the frost line. 

Bell.—A bell which shall emit a clear, loud volume of sound under all 
weather conditions must be used. 

Sign.—A sign shall be placed upon the same post as the bell with the 
word “danger” upon it in letters not less than 6 inches in length, to be illu- 
minated, so as to be plainly visible after sunset. There may be added to the 
post, if so desired, the railway crossing sign provided for by section 243 of the 
Railway Act. : 

Operation.—The bell and the illumination of the sign shall be controlled 
and operated automatically by the approach of trains, in such manner that only 
approaching trains shall operate the signal. 


a 
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9. That any order of the board providing for the installation of a highway 
crossing signal and referring to “standard specifications for highway crossing 
signals” be deemed as intended to be a reference to the specifications herein approved 
and adopted. 

3. That the said “standard specifications for highway crossing signals” come 
into force the day of the date of this order, and apply to all highway crossing signals 
hereafter installed. 

4. That the general order of the board No. 12915, dated February 7, 1911, approv- 
ing specifications for the installation of electric bell signals at highway crossings, be, 
and it is hereby, rescinded. 

D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


File 1700-29. 
GENERATL ORDER No. 97. 


Saturday, the 30th day of November, A.D., 1912. 


In the matter of the application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company, the Canadian Northern Railway Company, and 
the Michigan Central Railroad Company, on behalf of themselves and of other 
railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board, for permission to 
increase, temporarily, the toll for car detention by shippers or consignees, with 
the object of minimizing the misuse of freight cars for storage purposes. and 
alleviating the car shortage and congestion of trafiic. 

Upon the hearing of the application at the sittings of the board held in the city 
of Ottawa on the 27th November, 1912, counsel and representatives appearing for 
the applicant railway compnaies, the Canadian Manufacturers Association, the Mont- 
real and Toronto Boards of Trade, the Montreal Corn Exchange, the Dominion: 
Millers’ Association, the Canadian Lumbermen’s Association aiid others— ¢ 

It is ordered that, on the publication and filing of tariffs therefor, and for the 
period commencing the fifteenth day of December, 1912, and terminating the thirty- 
first day of March, 1918, both inclusive, the said applicant companies be, and they 
are hereby permitted to increase the car service or demurrage toll prescribed by 
the order of the board No. 906, dated the 25th day of January, 1906, from one dollar 
a day to two dollars a day for the first twenty-four hours, or any part thereof, and to 
three dollars a day for each succeeding twenty-four hours, or any part thereof, for 
delay beyond the free time allowed by the said order for loading or unloading cars: 
provided that this order shall not apply to cars held in transit at stop-over points 
under published tariffs filed with the board. 

D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner, 


File No. 1700-29. 

Application of Railway Companies for Order permitting a temporary increase of 

demurrage charges. 
Heard at Ottawa, November 27, 1912. 
ASSISTANT CHIEF COMMISSIONER: 

The railway companies under the jurisdiction of the board apply for a temporary 
increase of the demurrage charges permitted under the Canadian Car Service Rules, 
from $1 per day beyond the free time, to $2 for the first twenty-four hours, $3 for the 
second twenty-four hours, and $4 for the third and succeeding twenty-four hours, 
of car detention after the free time allowed by the rules 
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It cannot be denied that a car shortage equal to, if not greater than that of last 
year is imminent; and, unless some steps are taken to secure an adequate supply of 
cars, traffic will be seriously handicapped during the approaching winter and spring 
until the opening of navigation. Evidence was submitted to the board by the appli- 
cants, showing an unreasonable detention of a large number of cars at many of the 
principal traffic centres of the country. It is urged by the railway companies that 
the unnecessary detention of cars by shippers and consignees, not only handicaps the 
railway companies by depriving them of cars which would otherwise be available for 
traffic, but also causes congestion by blocking team tracks and private sidings in 
terminals. It is also contended that at least 50 per cent of what are called railway 
detentions, that is, the unnecessary holding of cars in terminals by the railway com- 
panies, are due to the blocking of these terminals by the unnecessary detention of 
cars by shippers and consignees. 

The board is fully alive to the very unsatisfactory methods adopted by some of 
the railway companies for the handling of freight traffic. It has had its expert 
officials examine and report on the terminal and transportation facilities of the rail- 
way companies for some time. It has had the railway companies and the representa- 
tives of the shippers before it, and has discussed with the former the necessity for 
increasing the facilities and rolling stock of the railways, in order to overcome the 
unsatisfactory condition of affairs; and the railway companies are, undoubtedly, mak- 
ing an honest effort to relieve the congested condition of freight traffic, by increasing 
their facilities in the way of enlarging their yards, double-tracking, providing more 
ears, and adding to their motive power. 

We are all thankful to realize that the traffic of the country is increasing at a far 
greater rate than was anticipated but a few years ago. 

I believe there is much yet for the railways to do to equip themselves to handle 
the business of the country properly; but, as I have said before, I am satisfied that 
they are making an honest effort to do so; and they now ask, in a time of congestion 
of traffic, that those whose merchandise they carry do what they can to assist by load- 
ing and unloading cars as promptly as possible, in order that they may be available 
for the use of shippers. 

The practice of consignees holding cars and using them for storage or warehouse 
purposes, undoubtedly exists. In many cases, it is cheaper for a consignee to pay $1 
a day demurrage and use the car as a warehouse, than to unload the car promptly and 
store his goods in some other place. Many merchants and traders, whose business has 
materially increased within the last few years, have not sufficient shed capacity to 
take care of their goods. 

The applicants, in order to induce prompt release of cars, ask that the demurrage 
charges be so increased that, because of the expense of holding a car beyond the free 
time, shippers, and consignees will be prompted to load and unload cars with the 
utmost despatch. 

The object of Car Service Rules is not to supply revenue for the railway com- 
panies, but to insure prompt release of cars, that they may be available for other ship- 
pers. The $1 for each twenty-four hours’ detention over the free time is apparently 
not a sufficient inducement to secure the prompt release of cars in many cases; and I 
am of the opinion that temporarily, during the present shortage of cars, the demurrage 
charge should be so increased as to ensure the prompt release of cars in all cases. 

When a congestion occurred some time ago, on the Ontario Government Railway 
(T. and N.O.) the demurrage charge imposed by the Government was increased from 
$1 to $3 ; and, from the uncontroverted evidence submitted to the board, it proved to 
be beneficial in securing a more prompt release of cars. The Pacifie Car Service 
Bureau, having jurisdiction in the state of California, made a protracted experiment 
by increasing demurrage charges gradually from $1 to $6 per day over the free time; 
and it has recently fixed the rate at $3 per day, as being the most satisfactory amount. 
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Being of the opinion that the railway companies have made out a good case for a 
temporary increase of demurrage charges, I have come to the conclusion, bearing in 
mind the facts above stated, that the increase should not exceed a maximum of $3; I 
would increase the charge to $2 for the first twenty-four hours, and $3 for each sub- 
sequent twenty-four hours, beyond the free time as provided in our Car Service Rules. 

The railway companies are on record as stating that, if they get this temporary 
increase, which I think should be granted, there will be very little congestion, and few, 
if any, delays in the placing of cars. It will now be incumbent upon them to carry 
out their undertaking. This temporary increase in demurrage charges may be taken 
as a substantial contribution by the shipping public towards the relief of the difficul- 
ties, and it will be for the railway companies to do the rest. Unless greater effort is 
made by the railway companies, with the view of more prompt transportation and 
handling of traffic, I do not believe that the increase in the demurrage charges will 
make any substantial difference. iments 

There is almost a unanimity of opinion among the shipping public, that they 
would cheerfully consent to the increase in demurrage charges, if a measure of reci- 
procal demurrage was made effective at the same time; that is, if the railway com- 
panies would pay a per diem allowance to the shipper, or consignee, for unreasonable 
delays in the delivery of cars on the part of railway companies. That is a matter with 
which we cannot deal in this application. It was brought to the attention of the board 
at a sitting in Winnipeg, in July last, and is, I believe, now being considered by the 
chief commissioner and Mr. Commissioner McLean on their present western trip; and 
it cannot be disposed of without a hearing in the East, where a number of shippers 
desire to be heard on the subject. In disposing of the question of reciprocal demur- 
rage, the board will, of course, consider what, if any, effect this temporary increase in 
the demurrage charges may have upon that question; but I see no reason why the 
present application should be delayed on that account. 

J, therefore, think an order should go granting a temporary increase in the 
derourrage charges as mentioned above, to become effective on the 15th December next, 
and continue until the 1st April next; when, unless otherwise ordered by the board, 
the old charge of $1 per day will be restored. I have made the effective date Decem- 
ber 15 so as to give the shippers and consignees two weeks’ notice. 

It was pointed out to us at the hearing yesterday that the charges permitted for 
stop-over privileges at Cartier and other points throughout Canada were based upon 
the present demurrage charges; and that, unless otherwise ordered by the board, an 
increase in demurrage charges might result in an increase of stop-over charges. There 
should be no increase in stop-over charges; and provisions to that effect should be 


incorporated in the order. 
DARCY SCOTT. 


e 


Orrawa, November 28, 1912. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 98. 


In the matter of the application from Sanitaris, Limited, of Arnprior; White & 
Company, of Toronto, the Board of Trade of the City of Hamilton; and 
others, for an Order requiring Railway Companies during cold weather to fur- 
nish heated refrigerator cars for the carriage of perishable freight in less 
than carload quantities.—Files 18855 and 18855.1. 

Upon the hearing of certain of the applications at the sittings of the board held 
at Ottawa on July 3, 1912, and at Toronto on September 28, 1912, in the presence 
of counsel for and representatives of the applicants and the railway companies, and 
what was alleged; and upon the report and recommendation of the chief traffic officer 


of the board— ; 
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It is ordered that, until further ordered by the board, upon the receipt of reason- 
able notice from the shipper, or shippers, that such is or are required, railway com- 
panies, subject to the jurisdiction of the board, operating in Eastern Canada, which 
own refrigerator cars, and according to their respective powers, furnish to any 
shipper, or combination of shippers, a heated refrigerator car, or cars for tne carriage, 
during cold weather, of fruit, vegetables, and eggs, in less than carload quantities, the 
same to be carted by the shipper, and loaded in the car by the shipper, or shippers, 
in the order in which the shipments are to be unloaded: Provided that under this 
order the carrier be not required— 

(a) To accept shipments necessitating more than five openings of any such car 
for unloading purposes. 

(v) To furnish heated cars for transhipments from the original car for destina- 
tiens off the route of the said car. 


(ec) To accept less than a total weight of 12,000 pounds in any such car, or a less 
aggregate amount in freight charges than for 12,000 pounds distributed pro rata 
over the various shipments in any car. 

(d) To accept such shipments unless the freight charges are prepaid. 


(e) To assume liability for loss or damage to the property by frost (1) while in 
the car, if caused by the opening of the car for loading or unloading purposes; or (2) 
after it has been unloaded from the car. 


D’ARCY SCOTT, 
Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 99. 


File 18663.9. 
Wepnespay, the 18th Day of December, A.D. 1912. 


In the matter of the special tariffs of the railway companies, subject to the jurisdiction 
of the board, increasing the charges for cartage, and the request of the board 
that the said companies show cause for such increases. 

Upon the hearing of the matter at the adjourned sittings of the board held in 
Ottawa, December 17, 1912, in the presence of counsel for and representatives of a 
majority of the railway companies interested; counsel for anid the representatives of 
the Hendrie Cartage Company; and the representatives of the Canadian Manufac- 
turers’ Association, the Boards of Trade of Montreal and Toronto, and the Ontario 
Wholesale Grocers’ Guild; the evidence adduced, and what was alleged; and the 
reading of what has been filed— 

It is ordered that the special tariffs of the railway companies, the effective dates 
of which were postponed to and including the 31st day of December, 1912, by the 
orders of the board, Nos. 17911, 18088 and 18153, dated respectively the 6th, 21st and 
30th days of November, 1912, be, and they are hereby disallowed; and that, in lieu 
thereof, the railway (or railroad) companies may publish and file, and make effective 
on statutory notice, special tariffs of tolls chargeable for cartage at those points in 
Eastern Canada where cartage services are rendered by the said companies, or their 
agents, which shall not exceed 24 cents per 100 pounds: Provided that a minimum toll 


may be charged and collected for the cartage of any single complete shipment, which 
minimum toll shall not exceed 15 cents. 


D’ARCY SCOTT, 
Asst. Chief Commissioner. 
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GENERAL ORDER No. 100. 
Riedy. Part IL F 


Tuurspay, the 16th day of January, A. D. 19138. 


In the matter of the application of the Camadian Freight Association, on behalf of 
the railway companies operating in Canada, for the approval of the “ Regula- 
tions for the Transportation of Explosives.” 

Upon its appearing to the board that the general public safety demands that the 
receiving, forwarding, and delivering of explosives by railway companies be protected 
by special regulations; that it is desirable that such regulations, so far as possible, 
be uniform with respect to shipments from a foreign country into or through Canada, 
or from Canada to a foreign country, as well as within Camada; and that the regula- 
tions submitted for approval are the same as those adopted by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, revised and modified to conform to the provisions of the Railway 
Act and the requirements in Oaniada; and in pursuance of the powers conferred upon 
it by sections 26, 30, 286, and 287 of the Railway Act, and of all other powers pos- 
sessed by the board in that behalf— 

Tt iis ordered that the said regulations, attached hereto, marked “A”, certified by 
the chief commissioner of the board, be, and they are hereby, prescribed for the observ- 
ance of railway companies within the legislative authority of the Parliament of Canada 
which accept explosives for carriage; that the said regulations come into force on the 
first day of March, 1913; and that upon and after the said first day of March, 1918, 
the order of the Board No. 7881, dated August 27, 1909, be rescinded. 


H. L. DRAYTON, 
Chief Commissioner. 


ce A 9 


GENERAL RULES. 


Unless specifically authorized by these regulations, explosives must not be packed 
in the same outside package with each other, or with other articles. Explosives, when 
offered for shipment by rail, must be in proper condition for transportation and must 
be packed, marked, loaded, stayed, and handled while in transit in accordance with 
these regulations. All packages in less than carload shipments must also be plainly 
marked on the outer covering or boxing (outside package) with the name and address 
of consignee. Empty boxes previously used for high explosives are dangerous and 
must not be again used for shipments of any character. Empty boxes which have been 
used for the shipment of other explosives than high explosives must have the old marks 
thoroughly removed before being used for the shipment of other articles. Empty 
metal kegs which have been used for the shipment of black powder which was not con- 
tained in an interior package must not be again used for shipment of any explosive. 

To enable the carrier to provide proper cars at stations where less than carload 
shipments of the dangerous explosives named in paragraph 1661 are offered for load- 
ing by the carrier, the shipper must give to the carrier not less than twenty-four hours’ 
notice of his intention to offer such shipments and state their destinations. 

B. Explosives, except such as are forbidden (see pars. 1501 and 1531 to 1536), may 
be received for transportation, provided the following regulations are complied with, 
and provided their method of manufacture and packing, so far as it affects safe trans- 
portation, is open to inspection by a duly authorized representative of the initial 
earrier, or of the Bureau for the Safe Transportation of Explosives and other Danger- 
ous Articles of the American Railway Association (hereinafter called the Bureau of 
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Explosives) if he be so designated by the Canadian carrier. Shipments of explosives 
that do not comply with these regulations must not be received. Shipments offered 
by the Dominion Government may be packed, including limitations of weight, as 
required by its regulations. 

C. Before any shipment of explosives destined to a point beyond the lines of the 
initial carrier is accepted from the shipper, the initial carrier must ascertain that the 
shipment can go forward via the route designated, and that delivery can be made at 
destination. ‘To avoid unnecessary delays, arragements must be made to furnish this 
information promptly to the initial carrier. Shipments offered by connecting lines 
must conform to these regulations. 


D. Consignees of explosives must remove the same from the carriers’ property 
within forty-eight hours after notice of arrival. (See par. 1672.) 


TESTS FOR STRENGTH OF PACKAGE. 


I. When inexplosive material of equal weight is substituted (fine and dry sand 
for a granular explosive, dummy cartridges for high-explosive cartridges), and the 
outside package is dropped twice successively on its end to solid brick or concrete 
from a height of four feet, the outside package must not open nor rupture, nor must 
any portion of the contents escape therefrom. 


fF. In addition to standing the test in General Rule E, the design and construc- 
tion of packages must be such as to prevent the occurrence in individual packages of 
defects that permit leakage of their contents under the ordinary conditions incident 
to transportation, and must be constructed in accordance with any specifications 
applicable and approved by the Board of Railway Commissioners. The results of 
experience, gained by an examination of packages on arrival at destination, must be 
recorded by a duly authorized representative of the terminal carrier, or by the Bureau 
of Explosives, to the end that further use of any particular kind of package shown by 
experience to be inefficient may be prohibited by the board, even if it should stand the 
drop test prescribed by General Rule E. = 
G. Violations of these regulations, and accidents or explosions occurring in con- 
nection with the transportation or storage on railway property of explosives, must be 
reported by the carrier to the Chief Inspector, Bureau of iixplosives, 80 Vesey Street, 
New York City, and to the Secretary of the Board of Railway Commissioners. 
Serious violations discovered in cars containing explosives (such as defective pack- 
ing, improper staying, rough treatment of ear, broken packages, etc.), with a statement 
of apparent cause, must be thus reported without delay. Clerical and routine errors 
should be noted and reported periodically to the Chief Inspector, Bureau of Explosives. 
All violations must be corrected before forwarding the ear. 


GROUPING. 


H. For transportation purposes, explosives are divided into the following groups: 
1. Forbidden explosives, 

2. Black powder. 

3. High explosives. 

4, Smokeless powders. 

». Fulminates. 

6. Ammunition. 

Fireworks. 


. 
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SECTION 1.—INFORMATION AND DEFINITIONS, 
Group 1—Forbidden Explosives. 
(See Paragraphs 1531 and 1536.) 


1501. The following are forbidden explosives :— 

(a) Liquid nitroglycerine. 

(b) Dynamite containing over 60 per cent of nitroglycerine (except gelatine dyna- 
mite). 

(c) Dynamite having an unsatisfactory absorbent, or one that permits leakage 
of nitroglycerine under any conditions liable to exist during transportation or storage. 

-(d) Nitro-cellulose in a dry condition, in quantity greater than ten (10) pounds 
in one exterior package. (See pars. 1555 to 1559.) 
(e) Fulminate of mercury in bulk in a dry condition, and fulminates of all other 
metals in any condition, except as a component of manufactured articles whose trans- 
portation is not forbidden herein. 

(f) Fireworks that combine an explosive and a detonator or blasting cap. (See 
pars. 1515 and 1644.) 

(g) Fireworks that ignite spontaneously when subjected for 48 consecutive hours 
in the presence of moisture to the temperature of boiling water. 

(h) Firecrackers whose dimensions exceed 5 inches in length or three-quarters 
of an inch in diameter or whose explosive charges exceed 45 grains each in weight. 

(i) Toy torpedoes or caps exceeding 14 inches in diameter, or containing more 
than an average of thirty-five hundredths of a grain of explosive composition per cap.. 

(j) Fireworks* that can be exploded “en masse ” by a commercial detonator 
placed in one of the units, or by the impact of a rifle bullet, or otherwise. 

(k) Fireworks containing a match tip or head, or similar igniting point or sur- 
face, unless each individual tip, head, or similar igniting point or surface, is entirely 
covered and securely protected from accidental contact or friction with any other 
surface. 


Group 2.—Black Powder. 
(See paragraphs 1541 to 1545.) , 


1502. Black powder embraces all explosives having a composition similar to that 
of ordinary gunpowder, such as carbonaceous material, sulphur, and a nitrate of 
sodium or potassium. This group includes rifle, sporting, blasting, cannon, and the 
prismatic powders. 


Group 3.—High Explosives. 
(See paragraph 1551 to 1560.) 


1503. High explosives are all explosives more powerful than ordinary black powder, 
except smokeless powders and fulminates. Their distinguishing characteristic is their 
susceptibility to detonation by a commercial detonator, or blasting cap. Many high 
explosives are sensitive to percussion and to friction. Examples of high explosives 
are the dynamites, picric acid, picrates, chlorate powders, and nitrate of ammonia 
powders. 

Group 4.—Smokeless Powders. 


(See paragraphs 1571 to 1579.) 


1504, Smokeless powders are those explosives from which there is little or no 
smoke when fired. The group consists of smokeless powder for cannon, and smoke- 


*Such articles may be shipped when packed, marked, and certified in accordance with these 


regulations and offered for shipment as high explosives. 
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less powder for small-arms. Smokeless powder for cannon used in the United States 
at the present time consists of a nitro-cellulose colloid, and is safe to handle and trans- 
port. Smokeless powders for small-arms may consist of nitro-cellulose, nitro-cellulose 
combined with nitroglycerine, picrate mixtures, or chlorate mixtures. 


Group 5—Fulminate. 
(See paragraphs 1591 to 1593.) 


1505. This includes fulminate of mercury in bulk form—that is, not made up 
into pereussion caps, detonators, blasting caps, or exploders. 


Group 6—Ammunition. 
(See paragraphs 1601 to 1622.) 


1506. Small-arms ammunition (such as is used in sporting or fowling pieces, or 
in rifle, pistol practice, ete.), consists usually of a paper or metallic shell, the primer, 
and the powder charge, with or without shot or bullet, the materials necessary for one 
firing being all in one piece. ; 

1507. Ammunition for cannon embraces all fixed or separate loading ammunition 
packed in a single package in which the projectile weighs one pound or over, and is 
usually transported only for Government use. When the component parts are packed 
in separate outside packages, such packages will be shipped as smokeless powder for 
cannon, explosive projectiles, empty (including solid) projectiles, primers, or fuses. 


Igniters composed of black powder may be attached to packages in shipments of smoke- 
Jess powder. 


1508. Explosive. projectiles, or loaded shells for use in cannon, are not liable to be 
exploded except by fire of considerable intensity, and the flying fragments would then 
be very dangerous. 

1509. Detonators is the technical name for articles such as blasting caps, the use 
of which is to cause explosions of a high order, or “detonations.” This means the 
instantaneous conversion of the entire explosive into gas, instead of the gradual con- 


version known as “comubstion.” Dynamite “detonates,”? and smokeless powder for 
cannon “ burns.” 


1510. Blasting caps contain from 5 to 50 grains of dry fulminate of mercury, or 
a similar substance, packed in a thin copper cup and fired by a slow-burning safety 
fuse. When a small “bridge” of fine wire is embedded in the fulminate, held by a 
sulphur cast, and arranged to fire the fulminate by heating the bridge by means of an 
electric current, the cap is called an “ electric blasting cap.” 


1511. Detonating fuses are used to detonate the high explosive bursting charges 
of projectiles or torpedoes. In addition to a powerful detonator they may contain 
several ounces of a high explosive, such as picrie acid, or dry nitro-cellulose, all assem- 
bled in a heavy steel envelope, the flying fragments of which, in case of explosion, 
would be very dangerous. From their careful design, manufacture, and packing 


detonating fuses are not liable to be exploded in transportation except by fire of con- 
siderable intensity. 


1512. Primers, percussion and time fuses are devices used to ignite the black 
powder bursting charges of projectiles, or the powder charges of ammunition. For 
small-arms ammunition the primers are usually called “small-arm primers” or 
“ percussion caps.” Percussion tracer fuses consist of a device which is attached to a 


ae and contains a slow-burning composition to show the flight of projectiles 
at night. 


~~. = 
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Group 7.—Fireworks. 
(See paragraphs 1641 to 1647.) 


1513. Fireworks include everything that is designed and manufactured primarily 
for the purpose of producing a visible or an audible pyrotechnic effect by combustion 
or by explosion. They consist of common fireworks and special fireworks. (See par. 
1501 (7) and footnote.) 

1514. Common fireworks include all that depend principally upon nitrates to sup- 
port combustion and not upon chlorates; that contain no phosphorus and no high 
explosive, sensitive to shock and friction; that produce their effect through colour 
display rather than by loud noises. If noise is the principle object, the units must be 
small and of such nature and manufacture that they will explode separately and harm- 
lessly, if at all, when one unit is ignited in a packing case. They must not be designed 
for ignition by shock or friction. Examples are Chinese firecrackers, Roman candles, 
pin wheels, coloured fires, rockets, serpents, railway fuses, flash powders, ete. 

1515. Special fireworks include all that contain any quantity of phosphorus, a 
fulminate, or other high explosive sensitive to shock or friction, or that contain units 
of such size that the explosion of one while being handled would produce a serious 
injuryy or that require a special appliance or tool, mortar, holder, ete., for their safe 
use, or that are designed for ignition by shock or friction. Examples are giant fire- 
crackers, bombs and salutes not high explosives, top torpedoes and caps, ammunition 
pellets fired in a special holder, railway torpedoes, ete. 


SECTION Il.—CONDITIONS OF ACCEPTANCE AND SHIPMENT OF PACKAGES. 
Group 1.—Forbidden and Condemned Haplosives. 


1531. Forbidden explosives, as defined in paragraph 1501, and explosives con- 
demned by the Bureau of Explosives (except properly repacked samples for laboratory 
examination), must not be shipped. Samples of any new explosive must be examined 
and approved as safe for transportation by the Bureau of Explosives before shipments 
(except samples for this examination not exceeding 5 pounds net in weight) can be 
accepted. For this purpose a new explosive is defined to be the product of a new fac- 
tory, or an explosive of an essentially new composition made by an old factory. 

1532. Leaking or damaged packages of explosives must not be shipped. Should 
any package of high explosives when offered for shipment show excessive dampness, 
or be mouldy, or show outward signs of any oily stain, or other indication that 
absorption of the liquid part of the explosive is not perfect, or that the amount of the 
liquid part is greater than the absorbent can carry, the packages must be refused in 
every instance. The shipper must substantiate any claim that a stain is due to acci- 
dental contact with grease, oil, or similar substance. In case of doubt, the package 
must be rejected. A shipment of dynamite is liable to cause a disaster in spite of care- 
ful handling; and storage, especially in warm and damp magazines, tends to cause 
leakage. Carriers must, for these reasons, examine with more than usual care all 
packages that have been stored or are offered for shipment during the summer months. 


Repacking of Dynamite. 


1533. Condemned dynamite must not be repacked and shipped unless the repack- 
ing is done by a competent person in the presence and with the consent of an inspector, 
or with the written authority of the Chief Inspector of the Bureau of Explosives. 


Disposition of Injured, Condemned and Stray Packages. - 


1534. Packages found injured or broken in transit may be re-coopered when this 
is evidently practicable and not dangerous. A broken box of dynamite that cannot be 
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re-coopered should be reinforced by stout wrapping paper and twine, placed in another 
strong box, and surrounded by dry, fine sawdust, or dry and clean cotton waste, or elastic 
wads made from dry newspaper. A ruptured can or keg should be enclosed in a grain 
bag of good quality and boxed or crated. Injured packages thus protected and pro- 
perly marked may be forwarded. 

1535. Condemned packages of leaking dynamite should (1) be returned immedia- 
tely to shipper if at point of shipment; or (2) disposed of to a dealer in dynamite or 
other person who is competent and willing to remove them from railway property, if 
leakage is discovered while in transit; or (3) removed immediately by consignee if 
shipment is at destination. 

When disposition cannot be made as above, the leaking boxes must be packed in 
other boxes large enough to permit, and the leaking box must be surrounded by at 
least 2 inches of dry, fine sawdust, or dry and clean cotton waste, and be stored in 
station magazine, or other safe place, until arrival of the local inspector or other 
authorized person to superintend the destruction of the condemned material. 

1536. When name and address of consignee are known an astray shipment must 
be forwarded to its destination by the most practicable route, provided a careful inspec- 
tion shows the packages to be in proper condition for safe transportation. Revenue or 
other waybill must be prepared on which must be written or stamped “ Astray ship- 
ment, inspected at Station, Railway, 

19 RY. 

When a package in an astray shipment is not in proper condition for safe trans- 
portation (see paragraph 1534), or when name and address of consignee are unknown, 
disposition will be made as prescribed by paragraph 1535. 


Group 2—Black Powder. 


1541, Packing —Packages containing less than 124 pounds of rifle, sporting, 
blasting, or cannon powders must be inclosed in a tight box, with the filling holes of 
oe packages up, and the boxes must be marked on top, as prescribed by paragraph 
1544, 

1542. Twelve and one-half pounds or over of black powder must be paeked in 
packages that comply with General Rules E and F. Kegs less than 9 inches long must 
be boxed, as prescribed by paragraph 1541. 

1543. Weight—Packages must not weigh over 150 pounds gross. 

1544. Marking.—Each outside package must be plainly marked, stamped, or 
stencilled to show the kind; “ Black,” and the use, “Blasting,” “Rifle,” “Cannon,” 
“Mortar,” ete., as “Black Blasting Powder,” “Black Rifle Powder,” ete. Additional 
marks, trade names, etc., may appear if desired by shipper. 

1545. Var.—A car containing shipments of black powder in any quantity must 
be certified and placarded as prescribed by paragraphs 1661 and 1666. 


Group 3.—High Explosives. 


1551. High explosives consisting of a liquid mixed with an absorbent material 
must have the absorbent (wood pulp or similar material) in sufficient quantity and of 
satisfactory quality, properly dried at the time of mixing; nitrate of soda must be 
dried at the time of mixing to less than one per cent of moisture; and the ingredients 
must be uniformly mixed so that the liquid will remain thoroughly absorbed under 
the most unfavourable conditions incident to transportation. 

1552. Explosives containing nitro-glycerine must have uniformly mixed with the 
absorbent material a satisfactory antacid, which must be in quantity sufficient to have 
the acid neutralizing power of an amount of magnesium carbonate equal to 1 per cent 
of the nitro-glycerine. 
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15538. Packing—High explosives containing more than 10 per cent of nitro- 
glycerine must be made into cartridges not exceeding 4 inches in diameter or 8 inches 
im length (does not apply to gelatine dynamite), and must not be packed in bags or 
sacks. Bags or sacks of hgh explosives containing not more than 10 per cent of 
nitro-glycerine, and not over 124 pounds each of explosive, must be shipped as cart- 
ridges, but these bags must be strong, and must be placed in a box with filling ends 
up. The covering of all cartridges consisting of paper or other material must be 
strong, and so treated that it will not absorb the liquid constituent of the explosive. 

1554. All boxes in which cartridges containing nitro-glycerine are packed must be 
lined with a suitable material that is impervious to liquid nitro-glycerin. Cardboard 
cartons, closed at the bottom, and made of strong and flexible material that is imper- 
vious to nitro-glycerine, form a satisfactory lining. At least one-quarter of an inch 
of dry sawdust or similar material must be spread over the bottom of the box before 
inserting the cartridges, and all the vacant space in the top must be filled with this 
material. The cartridges, except the bags or sacks authorized in paragraph 1553, 
must be so arranged in the boxes that when they are transported with the boxes top 
side up, all cartridges will lie on their sides and never on their ends. 

1555. Inside packages containing not more than one pound each of dry nitro- 
cellulose, wrapped in strong paraffined paper or other suitable spark-proof material, 
will be accepted for erent if securely packed in an outside package that complies 
with requirements of paragraph 1557, and is marked as prescribed in paragraph 1559. 
Outside packages must not contain more than 10 pounds of dry nitro-cellulose. 

1556. High explosives containing no explosive liquid ingredient, and not having 
with their normal percentage of moisture, a sensitiveness to percussion greater than 
measured by the blow delivered by an 8-pound weight dropping from a height of 5 
inches on a compressed pellet of the explosive three-hundredths of an inch in thick- 
ness and two-tenths of an inch in diameter held rigidly between hard steel surfaces 
as in the standard impact-testing apparatus of the Bureau of Explosives, may be 
shipped when securely packed in bulk. Wooden boxes and kegs must be provided 
with suitable linings to prevent leakage. These explosives may also be packed in 
cartridges, and must be so packed when their sensitiveness is greater than the above 
limit. When the adddition of not less than 20 per cent of water to any such explo- 
sive will make it non-explosive, according to tests made by the Bureau of Explosives, 
the wet material may be shipped and handled in transit as prescribed by Regulations 
for the Transportation of Dangerous Articles other than Explosives by Freight. 

1557. Boxes containing any high explosives, and having a gross weight not ex- 
ceeding 75 pounds, must be made of sound lumber, free from holes or loose knots, and 
when made with lock corners must be not less than one-half inch in thickness. When 
nailed boxes are used the ends must be not less than one inch thick. (The limits for 
thickness refer to the finished box, and not to the undressed lumber). 

Packages containing any high explosive must also fulfil the requirements of 
General Rules E and F. 

1558. Weights—High explosives containing an explosive liquid ingredient must 
not exceed 75 pounds, gross weight, in one outside package. 

High explosives containing no liquid explosive ingredient, as defined in para- 
graph 1556, must not exceed 125 pounds, gross weight, in one outside package. 

The gross weight of an outside package containing dry nitro-cellulose, packed as 
prescribed in paragraph 1555, must not exceed 35 pounds. 

1559. Marking.—Boxes must be plainly marked on top and on one side or end, 
and kegs must be marked on one end, “ High Explosive—Dangerous ” in letters not 
less than seven-sixteenths of an inch in height. The top of boxes must be marked 
“This side up.” 

1560. Car—For shipments of high explosives in any quantity the car must be 
certified and placarded as prescribed by paragrahs 1661 and 1666. 
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Group 4.—Smokeless Powders. 


Smokeless Powder for Cannon. * 


1571. Packing—Smokeless powder for cannot must be packed in tight boxes free 
from loose knots and cracks, in barrels, or in kegs ,that comply with General Rules E 
and F. Smokeless powder for cannon may be packed in water in strong barrels of 
the type used for alcohol. 

1572. Weight—Packages must not weigh over 165 pounds gross unless packed in 
water. 

1573. Marking—Each package must be plainly marked on top “Smokeless 
Powder for Cannon.” 

1574. Car—Smokeless powder for cannon may be shipped in any box car in good 
condition. The car must be placarded “ inflammable” as prescribed by paragraph 1663. 


Smokeless Powder for Small-arms. 


1575. Packing—Packages of less than 9 pounds of smokeless powder for small- 
arms must be inclosed in a tight box so that the filling hole of each inside package will 
be up, and the box must be marked on top as prescribed by paragraph 1578. 

1576. Quantities of 9 pounds or over must be placed in packages that comply with 
General Rules E and F. Kegs less than 9 inches long must be boxed as prescribed by 
paragraph 1541. 

1577. Weight.—Packages must not weigh over 150 pounds gross. 

1578. Marking.—Each outside package must be plainly marked on top “ smokeless 
powder for small-arms.” ; 

1579. Car—Shipments of smokeless powder for small-arms, in any quantity, 
require a car to be certified and placarded as prescribed by paragraphs 1661 and 1666. 


Group 5.—Fulminate. 


1591. Packing—Fulminate of mercury in bulk must contain when packed not 
less than 25 per cent of water, and must, in this wet condition, be placed in a bag made 
of heavy cotton cloth of close mesh equal in quality and weight to the cotton twill used 
for pockets in high-grade clothing. There must be placed inside the bag and over the 
fulminate a cap of the same cloth and of the diameter of the bag, and the bag must be 
tied securely and placed in a strong grain bag which must, in turn, be tied securely 
and packed in the centre of a cask, or barrel in"good condition, and of the kind used 
for shipment of alcohol. The grain bag must not contain more than 150 pounds dry 
weight of fulminate, and it must be surrounded on all sides by tightly packed sawdust 
not less than 6 inches thick. The cask or barrel must be lined with a heavy close-fitting 
jute bag closed by secure sewing to prevent escape of sawdust. After the barrel is 
properly coopered it must be filled with water and the bung seatled. The barrel must 
be inspected earefully and all leaks stopped. 

1592. Marking—Each cask or barrel must be plainly marked “ wet fulminate of 
mercury—dangerous.” 

1593. Car—aA car containing fulminate in any quantity must be certified and 
placarded as prescribed by paragraphs 1661 and 1666. 


Group 6—Ammunition. 


Small-arms Ammunition. 


1601. Packing.—Small-arms ammunition must be packed in pasteboard or other 
boxes, and these boxes must be packed in strong outside boxes. . 

Small-arms ammunition in pasteboard or other boxes, and in quantity not exceeding 
a gross weight of 75 pounds, may be packed with non-explosive and non-inflammable 
articles, and with small-arms primers or percussion caps (see par. 1619), provided the 
outside package is marked as prescribed in paragraph 1602. 
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1602. Marking—Each outside package or case must be plainly marked “ small- 
arms ammunition.” 

1603. Car—No restrictions, other than proper packing and marking, are necessary 
for the shipment of small-arms ammunition. 


Ammunition for Cannon. 


1604, Packing—Ammunition for cannon must be well packed and properly secured 
in strong boxes. 

1605. Marking—FEach outside package must be plainly marked “ ammunition for 
cannon with explosive projectiles,” or “ ammunition for cannon with empty projectiles,” 
or “ammunition for cannon with sand-loaded projectiles,” according as the projectiles 
do or do not contain a bursting charge, or “ammunition for cannon without projec- 
tiles.” 

1606. Car.—A car containing ammunition for cannon with explosive projectiles 
must be certified and placarded as prescribed by paragraphs 1661 and 1666. This is not 
required when explosive projectiles are not included, but in this case cars must be 
protected by, the “inflammable” placard, as prescribed by paragraph 1663. 


Explosive Projectiles. 


1607. Packing.—Explosive projectiles must be packed in strong boxes, and each 
projectile must be properly secured. 

1608. Weight—The gross weight of a box containing more than one projectile 
must not exceed 160 pounds. 

1609. Marking.—Each exterior package must be plainly marked “ Explosive Pro- 
jectile,” “Sand-loaded Projectile,” or “Empty Projectile.’ No restrictions, other 
than proper marking, are necessary for the shipment of sand-loaded projectiles, or 
empty (including solid) projectiles. 

1610. Car—For explosive projectiles in any quantity the car must be certified 
and placarded as prescribed by paragraphs 1661 and 1666. 


Blasting Caps. 


1611. Packing.—Blasting caps contain such a sensitive and dangerous explosive 
that very efficient packing is necessary. ; 

(a) Blasting caps must be packed in strong tin receptacles, in which they must fit 
snugly, and the caps must be closed securely by teats projecting from a plate of suit- 
able elastic material placed inside the box and over the caps. Not more than 100 
blasting caps may be packed in a single tin box. All separate tin boxes must then be 
packed snugly in cartons or wrappings made of paper or pasteboard. 

(6) For not more than 1,000 caps the tin boxes, in cartons or wrappings, must be 
packed in an outside box made of sound lumber not less than three-eighths of an inch 
in thickness, and they must be separated from the outside box by at least one inch of 
tightly packed sawdust, excelsior, or equivalent cushioning material. 

(c) For not more than 5,000 caps the tin boxes, in cartons or wrappings, must be 
packed in an outside box made of sound lumber at least one-half inch thick; and they 
must be separated from the outside box by at least one inch of tightly packed sawdust, 
excelsior, or equivalent cushioning material. 

(d) For more than 5,000 caps the tin boxes, in cartons or wrappings, must be 
packed in an outside box made of sound lumber not less than three-eighths of an 
inch in thickness, or in a hermetically sealed metal box made of not less than 30 
gauge United States standard. This inside wooden or metal box must then be packed 
in an outside box made of sound lumber not less than one inch in thickness. Tightly 
packed sawdust, excelsior, or equivalent cushioning material at least one inch thick at 
all points must separate the inside box from the outside wooden box. 
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(e) More than 20,000 blasting caps must not be placed in one outside package. 

(f) Five tin boxes containing not more than 100 caps in each box may be packed 
with safety fuse, each box to be placed in the centre of a coil of fuse, and in this case 
the outside box may be made of sound lumber of not less than three-eighths inch 
thick, and must be marked as prescribed in paragraph 1648. 

(g) Electric blasting caps must be packed in pasteboard cartons containing not 
more than 50 caps each. These cartons must be packed in a wooden box made of 
lumber not less than one-half inch in thickness. : 

1612. Weight—The gross weight of an outside package containing blasting caps, 
or electric blasting caps, must not exceed 150 pounds. 

1613. Marking.—Each outside package must be plainly marked “ (number) - 
Blasting Caps—Handle Carefully,” or “(number) Electric Blasting Caps—Handle 
Carefully.” In addition each box must bear the marking, “Do not Store or Load with 
any high Explosive.” (See also par. 1648 for marking when packed with safety 
fuse.) 

1614. Car.—Certificate and placard, as prescribed by paragraphs 1661 and 1666, 
are required for shipments of blasting caps in any quantity, except that not more 
than 500 blasting caps, or 500 electric blasting caps, may be transported in a box car in 
good condition without car certificates or placard. 


Detonating Fuses. 


1615. Packing.—Detonating fuses must be packed in strong, tight’ boxes, and 


each fuse must be well secured. F 
1616. Weight—The gross weight of one outside package must not exceed 150 
pounds. 


1617. Marking—Each outside package must be plainly marked “ Detonating 
Fuses—Handle Carefully.” 

1618. Car.—A car containing detonating fuses in any quantity must be certified 
and plaecarded as prescribed by paragraphs 1661 and 1666. 


Primers, Percussion and Time Fuses. 


1619. Packing—Primers, percussion and time fuses must be packed im strong, 
tizht boxes, with special provision for securing individual packages >7f primers and 
fuses against movement in the box. 

Small-arms primers containing anvils must be packed in cellular packages with 
partitions separating the layers and columns of primers, so that the explosion of a 
portion of the primers in the completed shipping package will not cause the explosion 
of all of the primers. 

Percussion caps may be packed in metal or other boxes containing not more than 
K Sey pane « 3 a é : : H 
500 caps, but the construction of the cap, and the kind and quantity of explosives in 
each, must be such that the explosion of a part of the caps in the completed shipping 

- m i F 2 . 
package will not cause the explosion of all of the caps. 

Small-arms primers and percussion caps may form a part of the gross weight of 
75 pounds of small-arms ammunition that may be packed with other articles as author- 
ized by paragraph 1601. 

1620. Weight—The gross weight of one outside package must not exceed 150 
pounds. 

1621. Marking —Eac i i i ma i 

tes oe: bes puted box must be plainly rked “Small-Arms Primers 
a and Qre r yp *& ” SOW 1 
eee aaa: or a ercussion Caps—Handle Carefully,” or “Cannon Primers 
ee = : y,” or ,vombination Primers-—Handle Carefully,” or “ Percussion 
Puses—Handle larefully,” or “Combination Fuses—Handle Carefully,” or “ Percus- 
sion Tracer Fuses—Handle Carefully,” ete. 

1622 "7 set py = c : ¢ cs 
me cee No restrictions other than proper packing and marking are necessary for 

1e shipment of primers, percussion and time fuses. 
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GROUP 7—FIREWORKS. 


Common Fireworks. 


1641. Packing—Common fireworks must be in a finished state, exclusive of mere 
ornamentation, as supplied to the retail trade, and must be securely packed in strong, 
tight, spark-proof wooden boxes or barrels that comply with General Rules E and F, 

1642. Marking.—FEach outside package must be plainly marked “Common Fire- 
works—Keep Fire Away.” 

1643. Car—Common fireworks may be shipped in a box car which is in good con- 
dition (see par. 1663), but they must not be loaded in the same car with explosives. 
(See par. 1680.) 

A car containing any quantity of common fireworks must be protected by the 
“Tnflammable” placard. (See par. 1663.) 


Special Fireworks. 


1644. Packing.—Special fireworks must be in a finished state, exclusive of mere 
ornamentation, as supplied to the retail trade, and must not contain forbidden fire- 
works. (See par. 1501 (f) to (k) inclusive.) All outside boxes or barrels must be 
spark-proof, and must comply with General Rules E and F. 

Lock-corner boxes must be made of sound lumber, tongued and grooved, and the 
thickness must not be less than three-eighths inch for a gross weight of 30 pounds or 
under; and for a gross weight exceeding 30 pounds and not exceeding 65 pounds the 
ends must be not less than nine-sixteenths inch, with sides, tops, and bottoms three- 
eighths inch thick. When the gross weight exceeds 65 pounds the ends must be bat- 
tened. 

If nailed boxes are used of the same thickness of lumber specified for lock-corner 
boxes, horizontal and vertical cleats not less than three-fourths of the thickness of the 
ends, and not less than § inches wide, must be used on the ends; or in the absence of 
such cleats the tops, sides, and bottoms must be thicker by three-sixteenths inch, and 
the ends thicker by one-fourth inch, than specified for lock-corner boxes. 

All boxes must be tongued and grooved. 

1645. Weight.—The gross weight of one outside package containing special fire- 
works must not exceed 200 pounds, and the gross weight of a package containing toy 
torpedoes must not exceed 65 pounds. ; 

1646. Marking.—Each outside package containing special fireworks, or a mixture 
of common and special fireworks, must be plainly marked “ Special Fireworks—Handle 
Carefully—Keep Fire Away.” 

1647. Car.—Special fireworks may be shipped im any box car which is in good con- 
dition (see par. 1663), but they must not be loaded in the same car with explosives 
(see par. 1680). A car containing any quantity of special or other fireworks must be 
protected by the “Inflammable” placard. (See par. 1663.) 


Safety Fuse and Safety Squibs. 


1648. Safety fuse and safety squibs must be packed in strong wooden boxes or 
barrels, properly marked, and may be loaded in any car with any other kind of an 
explosive or inflammable substance, or with other freight. 

When blasting caps are packed with safety fuse [see par. 1611 (f)] the outside 
package must be made of lumber not less than three-eighths inch thick, and must be 
marked “ (number) BLASTING CAPS PACKED WITH SAFETY FUSE,” “DO 
NOT LOAD OR STORE WITH ANY HIGH EXPLOSIVE,” as prescribed by 
paragraph 1613. 
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SECTION 3.—SELECTION AND PREPARATION OF OARS. 


1661. The safe transportation of explosives depends very largely upon the kind 
and condition of the car in which they are loaded. 
For the transportation of carloads or less than ecarload lots of— 


Black powder, 
High explosives, 
Smokeless powder for small-arms, 
Wet fulminate of mercury, 
Blasting caps, (excepting a shipment of not more than 500 blasting 
Electric blasting caps, [caps or 500 electric blasting caps. (See par. 1614.) 
Ammunition for cannon with explosive projectiles, 
Explosive projectiles, or 
Detonating fuses, 
only certified and placarded box cars may be used. (See par. 1662, 1665, and 1666.) 


1662. Certified cars must be inspected inside and outside, and must conform to 
the following specifications: 

(a) Not less than 60,000 pounds capacity. Steel underframe box cars or other 
box ears with friction draft gear should be used when available. On narrow-gauge 
and other railroads, all of whose freight cars are of less than 60,000 pounds capacity, 
explosives may be transported in cars of less than that capacity, provided the available 
cars of greatest capacity and strength are used for this purpose. 

(b) Must be equipped with air brakes and hand-brakes in condition for service. 

(c) Must have no loose boards or cracks in the roof, sides, or ends. 

(d) The doors must shut so closely that no sparks can get in at the joints, and, 

(d) The doors must shut so closely that no sparks ean get in at the joints, and, 
when necessary, they must be stripped. The stripping for flush doors should be on the 
inside and be nailed to the door frame, where it will form a shoulder against which 
the closed door is pressed. The openings under the doors should be similarly closed. 
When doors are not stripped the hasp fastenings must be examined with doors closed 
and fastened, and must be cleated when necessary to prevent door shifting. 

(e) The journal boxes and trucks must be carefully examined and put in such 
condition as to reduce to a minimum the danger of hot boxes, or other failure, neces- 
sitating the setting off of the car before reaching destination. The lids or covers of 
journal boxes must be in place. 

a (f) The car must be carefully swept out before it is loaded. Holes in the floor or 
lining must be repaired, and special care taken to have no projecting nails or bolts, or 
exposed pieces of meal, which may work loose, or produce holes in packages of 
explosives during transit. 

(g) When the car is to be fully loaded with explosives, or when explosives are 
loaded over exposed draft bolts or kingbolts, these bolts must have short pieces of 
solid, sound wood (2 inch plank) spiked to the floor over them to prevent possibility of 
their wearing into the packages of explosives. 

(h) The roof of the car must be carefully inspected from the outside for decayed 
spots, especially under or near the running board, and such spots must be covered to 
prevent their holding fire from sparks. A car with a roof generally decayed, even if 
tight, must not be used. 

(i) When explosives are to be carried in a “way car”! one should be selected 
with flush doors in good condition, or with doors fitting so tightly that stripping will 
not be necessary. 

(k) The carrier must have car examined to see that it is properly prepared, and 


must have a “ Car certificate” signed in triplicate upon the prescribed form (see par. 
1665) before permitting the car to be loaded. 


a 


a “e y rn n 92 4 : ° 
A “way car” is one from which shipments are unloaded by the train crew. 
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(1) Cars not in proper condition, as above specified, must not be furnished to the 
shipper, or used for the transportation of explosives. 
1663. (a) Carloads or less than carload lots of— 
Ammunition for cannon with empty projectiles, 
Ammunition for cannon with sand-loaded projectiles, 
Ammunition for cannon without projectiles, 
Smokeless powder for cannon,.or 
Fireworks, 


may be loaded in any box car which is in good condition into which sparks cannot 
_ enter, and whose roof is not in danger of taking fire through unprotected decayed wood. 
These cars do not require the car certificate, but must have attached to both sides 
and both ends the “JNFLAMMABLE™” placard prescribed by paragraph 1698, and 
the doors must be stripped when necessary. 
(b) Carloads or less than carload lots of— 
Small arms ammunition, 
Primers, 
Percussion fuses, 
Time or combination fuses, 
Safety fuse and safety squibs, 
may. be loaded in any box car which is in good condition, without car certificate or 
placards. 
Placarding of Cars and Certification of Contents. 


1664. Uniform practice is important, and the prescribed forms of car certificates 
and placards must be used. 

1665. Car Certificate—The following certificate (prescribed by par. 1662 k) 
printed on strong tagboard measuring 7 by 7 inches, must be duly executed in tripli- 
cate by the carrier, and by the shipper if he loads the shipment. The original must 
be filed by the carrier at the forwarding station on a separate file, and the other two 
must be attached to the outside of the car doors, one on each side, the lower edge of 
the certificate 44 feet above the floor level. 


Car Certificates. 
No. 1. Bi Eee aS Oe RNAI NICO) ayo 5- SA nen Loar 


I hereby certify that I have this day personally examined........car No......., 
and that the roof and sides have no loose boards, holes, or cracks, or unprotected 
decayed spots liable to hold sparks and start a fire; that the kingbolts or draft bolts 
are properly protected, and that there are no uncovered irons or nails projecting from 
the floor or sides of the car which might injure packages of explosives; also that the 
floor is in good condition and has this day been cleanly swept before the car was loaded ; 
that I have examined all the axle boxes and that they are properly covered, packed and 
oiled, and that the air brakes and hand brakes are in condition for service. 


Pe ee 


No. 2. apres i Rs eae tee Sha tiort srw ctaise viele eel Oe 


I hereby certify that I have this day personally examined the above car; that the 
floor is in good condition and has been cleanly swept, and that the roof and sides have 
no loose boards, holes, cracks, or unprotected decayed spots liable to hold sparks and 
start a fire; that the king bolts and draft bolts are protected, and that there are no 
uncovered irons or nails projecting from the floor or sides of the car which might 


438 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


5 GEORGE V., A. 1915 


injure packages of explosives; that the explosives in this car have been loaded and 
stayed, and that the car has been placarded according to paragraphs 1661, 1666, and 
1674 to 1683 inclusive, of the Regulations for the Transportation of Explosives pre- 
scribed by the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada; that the doors fit or have 
been stripped so that sparks cannot get in at the joints or bottom. 


ao be Oe Te we ee wR S Be 66) 8 eee ee le 


Norg.—Both certificates must be signed. Certificate No. 1 by the representative 
of the carrier.. For all shipments loaded by the shipper, he or his authorized agent 
must sign certificate No. 2, and the representative of the carrier must certify as to 
loading and staying and general condition.. When the car is not loaded by shipper, 
certificate No. 2 must be signed only by the representative of the carrier. A shipper 
should decline to use a car not in proper condition. 

1666. Placard.—Each car containing any of the explosives specified in paragraph 
1661 in any quantities, excepting a shipment of not more than 500 blasting caps or 
500 electric blasting caps (see par. 1614), must be protected by attaching to the outside 
of the ear on both sides and ends, the lower edge 44 feet above the car floor, a standard 
placard 12x14 inches, on which will appear in conspicuous red and black printing on 
strong tag board the following notice: ; 


3) A Se si ae a hee eae Dee es eee COD 


EXPLOSIVES. ; 
(To be printed in red.) 


HANDLE CAREFULLY. 


KEEP FIRE AWAY. 
(To be printed in red.) 


caging SO RB AP SEtELOT cS ae. Sete ee see eee ee 


Condensed rules for handling this car. 


1. This car must not be placed in a passenger train, nor in a mixed train. 

2. Cars containing explosives must be near centre of train, and may be together 
if desired; and must be at least 15 cars from engine and 10 cars from caboose when 
length of train will permit. i 

3. Cars containing explosives must not be placed next to cars bearing the inflam- 
mable or the acid placard, or cars containing lighted heaters. Whenever it is possible 
to avoid so doing they must not be placed next to tank cars or flat cars, or next to 
carloads of lumber, poles, iron, pipe, or other articles liable to break through end of 
ear from rough handling. 

4. The air and hand brakes on this car must be in service. 

5. In shifting, have a car between this car and engine wherever possible, and do 
not cut this car off while in motion. 

6. Avoid all shocks to this car, and couple carefully. 

7. Avoid placing it near a possible source of fire. 

8. Engines on parallel track must not be allowed to stand opposite or near this 
car when it can be avoided. 

9. This placard must be removed from car when the explosives are unloaded. 

1667. A car containing any of the explosives (as prescribed in par. 1661) must not 
be permitted to leave a station or siding without having the certificates and placard 
prescribed in paragraphs 1665 and 1666 securely and properly affixed. 
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1668. (a) Shipper’s Certificate—The shipping order for any package containing 
an explosive named below must show each article under its proper name as specified 
in this paragraph, and must show in the lower left-hand corner over the signature of 
the shipper, or of his duly authorized agent, written or stamped (not printed) with 
facsimile stamp, the following certificate; . 

“This is to certify that the above articles are properly described by name, and 
are packed, marked, and are in proper condition for transportation, according to the 
regulations prescribed by the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada.” 


List of Shipping Names. 

Black powder. 

High explosives. 

Smokeless powder for cannon. 

Smokeless powder for small-arms. 

Wet fulminate of mercury. 

Ammunition for cannon with explosive projectiles. 

Ammunition for cannon with empty projectiles. 

Ammunition for cannon with sand-loaded projectiles. 

Ammunition for cannon without projectiles. 

Explosive projectiles. 

Detonating fuses. 

(Number) blasting caps. 

(Number) blasting caps with safety fuse. 

(Number) electric blasting caps. 

Common fireworks. 

Special fireworks. 

(b) Waybilling—The carrier must see that the shipment is properly described on 
the revenue waybill under one of the above names, and that the correct gross weight 
is given. 

The revenue waybill, card waybill, and envelope containing revenue waybill when 
used as a card waybill, for a car containing any quantity of the explosives named in 
paragraph 1661, except a shipment of blasting caps or electric blasting caps not exceed- 
ing 500 caps, must have plainly stamped or plainly written across the top the word 
“ BXPLOSIVES ” in letters not less than three-eighths of an inch high. 

1669. (a) If shipments of explosives named in paragraph 1661 are accepted at 
non-agency stations, provision must be made for the proper certification and placarding 
of cars, examination of shipments, and loading and staying of packages in cars. 

(b) Shipments of explosives named in paragraph 1661 must not be unloaded at 
non-agency stations unless the consignee is there to receive them, or unless proper 
storage facilities are provided at that point for their protection. 


Shipments from Connecting Lines. 


1670. Cars containing explosives as specified in paragraph 1661 which are offered 
by connecting lines must be carefully inspected, without unnecessary disturbance of 
lading by the receiving line, to see that these regulations have been complied with, and 
the car must not be forwarded until all discovered violations are corrected. (See 
General Rule G.) 

Shipments of explosives offered by connecting lines must comply with these regu- 
lations, and the revenue waybill, freight bill, manifest of lading, eard waybill, switch- 
ing order, or other billing, must bear the indorsement prescribed by paragraph 1668. 


Handling of Explosives. 


1671. In handling packages of explosives at stations, and in transferring them to 
and from cars, the greatest care must be taken, and shocks or falls liable to injure the 
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containing package must be avoided. Where an inclined chute is employed, such chute 
must be constructed of 1-inch planed boards, with side guards + inches high extending 
8 inches above top face of bottom of chute and throughout its length, fastened with 
brass screws. D-shaped strips or runners, not more than 6 inches apart and running 
lengthwise of chute, must be fastened to the upper surface of the bottom board by. 
means of glue and wooden pegs extending through the bottom board and runners. 
Ohutes must be occasionally wiped down with waste moistened with machine oil when 
dynamite packages are being handled. 

A stuffed mattress, 4 feet wide by 6 feet long and not less than 4 inches thick, or 
a heavy jute or hemp mat of like dimensions, must be placed under the discharging 
end of the chute. 

1672, Careful men must be chosen to handle explosives; the platform and the feet 
of the men must be as free as possible from grit, and all possible precautions must be 
taken against fire. Unauthorized persons must not be allowed to have access to explo- 
sives at any time while they are in the custody of the carrier. Suitable provisions 
must be made, outside of the station when practicable, for the safe storage of explo- © 
sives, and every effort possible must be made to reduce the time of this storage. If a 
shipment of explosives is not removed within 48 hours after notice of arrival at desti- 
nation (see General Rule D), it must be disposed of by returning it to the shipper, or 
by storage at the expense of the owner, or by sale, or, when necessary to safety, by 
destruction under supervision of a competent person. 


Loading in Car. 


1674. Packages receive their greatest stresses in a direction parallel to the length 
of the car, and must be loaded so as to offer their greatest resistance in this direction. 
Boxes of explosives when loaded in the car must rest on their bottoms, and with the 
long dimension parallel to the length of the car. A car must not contain more than 
70,000 pounds gross weight of explosives. This limit does not apply to shipments of 
ammunition. 

1675. Explosives packed in round kegs, except when boxed, must be loaded on 
their side with heads towards ends of the car; and they must not be placed in the space 
opposite the doors, unless the doorways are boarded on the inside as high as the lading. 

Large casks, barrels, or drums may be loaded on their sides or ends, as will best 
suit the conditions. 

1676. Packages containing any of the explosives for the transportation of which 
a certified and placarded car is prescribed (see par. 1661) must be stayed (blocked 
and braced) by the one who loads the car, to prevent change of position by the ordin- 
ary shocks incident to transportation.t Special care must be used to prevent them 
from falling to the floor or from having anything fall on them, or slide against them, 
during transit. To prevent delays to way-freight trains, when there is more than one 
shipment of explosives loaded in a ‘ peddle’ or ‘ way ear,’ each shipment must be stayed 
separately. Forwarding and transfer stations for explosives must be provided with the 
necessary materials for staying. 

Shippers must furnish the material for staying packages loaded by them. 

1677. Detonating fuses or blasting caps, or electric blasting caps, must not be 
loaded in a ear or stored with high explosives of any kind, including explosive projec- 
tiles, nor with wet nitro-cellulose, nor with smokeless powder for small-arms. 

1678. Fulminates in bulk must not be loaded with any explosive or inflammable 
article, 

1679. When necessary, detonating fuses may be assembled in explosive projectiles 
shipped by the Dominion Government. 


— ] 


1For recommended methods see Bureau of Explosives. Pamphlet No. 6. 
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1680. Fireworks must not be loaded in the same car with any other explosive 
except small-arm ammunition, primers, percussion fuses, time or combination fuses, 
safety fuse, and safety squibs. 

1682. Explosives covered by these regulations, other than fireworks, small-arms 
ammunition, primers, percussion fuses, time or combination fuses, safety fuses, or 
safety squibs, must not be transported in the same car with, nor stored on, railway 
property near any of the dangerous articles for which labels are prescribed by the 
Regulations for the Transportation of Dangerous Articles other than Explosives by 
Freight. 

When practicable at any point, certain and separate days should be assigned for 
receiving from shippers less than carload lots of explosives named in paragraph 
1661. 

1683. In a car containing explosives all packages of other freight must be so 
loaded anid stayed as to prevent injury to packages of explosives during transit. When 
it is possible explosives should be loaded so as to avoid transfer at stations.1 


Handling Cars Containing Explosives. 


Cars containing explosives of any kind must not be hauled in any passenger or 
mixed train. 

1684. Every possible effort must be made to expedite the movement of cars con- 
taining explosives. 

1685. The phrase “cars containing explosives” as used in this and subsequent 
paragraphs, excepting paragraph 1697, refers to the explosives specified in paragraph 
1661. 

1686. Cars containing explosives must be placed near the middle of the train, and 
two or more such cars may be placed together if desired. They must be at least 15 
cars from the engine and 10 cars from the caboose when length of train will permit. 

In local freight trains,.to avoid the danger of otherwise unnecessary switching 
at way stations, cars containing explosives may be placed not closer than the second 
car from the caboose or the second car from the engine. 

1687. Cars containing explosives must have air and hand brakes in service. They 
must not be placed next to cars bearing the inflammable or the acid placard, or cars 
containing lighted heaters. Whenever it is possible to avoid so doing they must not 
be placed next to tank cars or flat cars, or next to carloads of lumber, poles, iron, pipe, 
or other articles liables to break through end of car from rough handling. 

1688. When hauling cars containing explosives in yards or on sidings, they must, 
if it is practically possible, be coupled to the engine protected by a car between, and 
they must never be cut off while in motion. 

They must be coupled carefully, and all unnecessary shocks must be avoided. 
Other cars must not be allowed to strike a car containing explosives. They must be 
so placed in yards, or on sidings, that they will be subject to as little handling as pos- 
sible, and be removed from all danger of fire; and, when avoidable, engines on parallel 
tracks must not be allowed to stand opposite or near them. 

1689. Under no circumstances must a car known to require the “ EXPLOSIVE” 
placard be taken from a station, including transfer stations, or a siding, unless it is 
properly carded in accordance with paragraphs 1661 and 1666; nor unless the car is 
in proper condition. 

1690. When a car containing explosives is in a train, the carrier must make proper 
provision for notifying its train and engine employees of the presence and location of 
such car in the train before leaving the initial station. ; 

1691. Such cars must be frequently inspected to see that the carding is intact. 
Whenever any of these cards become detached or lost in transit they must be replaced 
on arrival at the next division terminal yard. 


1At stations where it is necessary to handle explosives at night it is recommended that 
incandescent electric lights be provided. 
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1692. Unless otherwise arranged for, when a car containing explosives is to be 
transferred, unloaded, or stored for any purpose, at a given junction, station, or yard, 
the carrier must provide for due notice, by wire, to such station, of the probable time 
of arrival and the number of cars (not car numbers), in order that proper provision 
may be made at that point for handling the same. 

1693. At points where trains stop, cars containing explosives and adjacent cars 
must be examined to see if they are in good condition, and free from hot boxes or 
other defects liable ‘to cause damage. If-cars containing explosives are set out short 
of destination for any cause the carrier must arrange that proper notice be given to 
prevent accident. 

1694. Whenever a car containing explosives is opened for any purpose, inspection 
must be made of the packages of explosives to see that they are properly stayed and 
in good condition, and that no box of dynamite is standing on its end or side. Upon 
the discovery of leaking dynamite, or loose powder, the defective packages must be 
carefully removed to a safe place. Loose powder or other explosives must be swept 
up and carefully removed. If the floor is wet with nitro-glycerine, the car is unsafe 
to use, and a local inspector of the Bureau of Explosives should be immediately called 
to superintend the thorough mopping and washing of the floor with a warm, saturated 
solution of concentrated lye or sodium carbonate. If necessary, the car must be placed 
on an isolated siding and proper notice be given. (See pars. 1534 and 1535.) 

1695. Removal of Placards—The certificates and placards prescribed in para- 
graphs 1665 and 1666 must be removed from the car as soon as the explosives are 
unloaded. . 


In case of a wreck. 


1697. In case of a wreck involving a car containing explosives, the first and most 
important precaution is to prevent fire. Although most of the group “ High explos- 
ives” may burn in small amounts quietly and without causing a disastrous explosion, 
yet everything possible must be done to keep fire away. Before beginning to clear a 
wreck in which a car containing explosives is involved, all unbroken packages should 
be removed to a place of safety, and as much of the broken packages as possible be 
gathered up and likewise removed, and the rest should be saturated with water. Many 
explosives are readily fired by a blow, or by the spark produced when two pieces of 
metal or a piece of metal and a stone come violently together. In clearing a wreck, 
therefore, care must be taken not to strike fire with tools, and in using the crane or 
locomotive to tear the wreckage in pieces the possibility of producing sparks must be 
considered. With most explosives thorough wetting with water practically removes all 
danger of explosion by spark or blow; but with the dynamites wetting does not make 
them safe from blows. With all explosives, mixing with wet earth renders them safer 
from either fire, spark, or blow. In case fulminate has been scattered by a wreck; after 
the wreck has been cleared the top surface of the ground should be removed, and, 
after saturating the area with oil, be replaced, by fresh earth. If this is not done, 
when the ground and fulminate become dry, small explosions may occur when the 
mixed material is trodden on or struck. 


“Inflammable” placard. ; 


1698. A white placard of diamond shape, printed on strong tagboard measuring 
15 inches on each diagonal, 102 inches on each side, and bearing in red and black 
letters the following inscription, “INFLAMMABLE—KEEP LIGHTS AND FIRES 
AWAY—HANDLE CAREFULLY” must be placed on each outside end and side of 
a car containing any quantity of smokeless powder for cannon, or ammunition for 
cannon with empty projectiles, or ammunition for cannon with sand-loaded projectiles, 
or ammunition for cannon without projectiles, or fireworks. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS ; 443 


SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 
EXCEPTION. 


Provided that explosives packed in conformity with the laws of the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland relating thereto, and handled, loaded and carried, 
by routes entirely within Canada, in accordance with the regulations hereinbefore 
preseribed, may be carried from the Canadian port of importation to their destination 
in Canada, or through Canada “en route” to a foreign country other than the United 
States of America; also from the Canadian destinations aforesaid by re-shipment, or 
from the place of manufacture in Canada, if consigned in either case to a foreign 
country other than the United States of America. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 101. 


SaturpDAy, the 1st day of February, 1913. 


In the matter of the application of the Sanitaris, Limited, of Arnprior, White & 
Company of Toronto, the Board of Trade of the City of Hamilton, and others, 
for an Order directing railway companies to furnish during cold weather heated 
ears for the carriage of perishable freight: File 18855. 

Whereas, by order of the board No. 15819, dated January 18, 1912, all railway 
companies subject to the jurisdiction of the Parliament of Canada were directed forth- 
with to re-establish the system or systems in practice by them, during the winter of 
1910-11, of carrying less than carload lots in heated cars, and to grant to all shippers 
the rights and privileges of such shipping facilities in respect to such traffic as were 
in force upon their various lines during the said winter, until further order, or until 
the reasonableness of the withdrawal of such facilities could be passed upon by the 
board. 

And whereas, by general order No. 98, dated the 6th day of December, 1912, rail- 
way companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board, operating in Eastern Canada, 
were required to furnish to any shipper a heated refrigerator car, or cars,-for the 
carriage during cold weather of fruit, vegetables, and eggs, in less than carload quan- 
tities, subject to certain conditions specified in the order. 

And whereas the Canadian Pacific Railway Company interprets the said general 
order as superseding the said order No. 15819, and has discontinued the heated car 
service in respect of freight shipments not specifically provided for in the general 
order, and notwithstanding the fact that it has been notified, under the direction of 
the board, that the intention of the said general order was not in any way to cancel 
or supersede the provisions of the previous order, the company refuses to carry out 
the terms of the said order No. 15819. 

Now therefore the board orders and declares that the said general order No. 98 
shall not be taken or construed as in substitution for, or in cancellation of, the said 
order No. 15819, but as in addition thereto; and the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany is hereby directed forthwith to comply with and carry out the terms and require- 
ments of the said order No. 15819, dated January 18, 1912. 


Fe csaDRAY TON, 
Chief Commissioner. 


File No. 11654: 
GENERAL ORDER No. 102. 


Monday, the 17th day of February, A.D. 1913. 


In the matter of sections 264 and 268 of the Railway Act, and the question of 
standardizing safety appliance equipment to conform to the requirements of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 


In pursuance of the powers conferred on the board by sections 30, 264 and 268 of 
the Railway Act, and of all other powers possessed by it in that behalf; upon the 
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report and recommendation of its operating officers, made after consultation with 
representatives of the Grand Trunk, Canadian Northern, Canadian Pacific, and New 
York Central Railway Companies, and the Michigan Central Railroad Company; 
and after the hearing of the matter at sittings of the board held in the city of Ottawa, 
February 4, 1913, at which Counsel and representatives for the Canadian Pacific, 
Grand Trunk, New York Central, and Canadian Northern Railway Companies, and 
the Pere Marquette and Michigan Central Railroad Companies were present, the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Railway Conductors, Railway Trainmen, and 
Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen being represented at the hearing— 

It is ordered, : 

1. That all railway equipment constructed or reconstructed subsequent to the 
first day of May, 1913, and used on railways owned or operated by companies within 
the legislative authority of the Parliament of Canada, be as set forth in the “ Regu- 
lations With Respect to Railway Safety-Appliance Standards” made by the board 
and dated February 17, 1918. 

2, That order of the board No. 6027, dated November 25, 1908, be rescinded; 
that order No. 8145, dated September 14, 1909, be amended by striking out the words, 
“its freight vans with coupler-operating levers, and”, in the third and fourth lines of 
clause 1 of the operative part of the order; and that order No. 12225, dated November 
9, 1910, be amended by striking out clause 3 of the said order. _ 

3. That all such railway companies complete, by the 31st day of December, 1915, 
the work of reconstructing and standardizing their said equipment, so as to con- 
form with the requirements herein approved and adopted. 


H. L. DRAYAON, 


Chief Commissioner. 


RecunaTions Recarping Raipway SAreTy-APPLIANCE STANDARDS. 


The following are, and shall be until further action by the board in relation 
thereto, the Safety-Appliance Standards for all railway equipment constructed or 
reconstructed subsequent to the 1st day of May, 1918, and used on railways owned or 
operated by companies within the legislative authority of the Parliament of Canada,— 
as per general order No. 102, dated the 17th day of February, 1913 :— 


BOX AND OTHER HOUSE CARS. 


Hand-brakes—Number: Each box or other house car shall be equipped with, an 
efficient handbrake which shall operate in harmony with the power-brake thereon. 

The hand-brake may be of any efficient design, but must provide the same degree 
cf satety as the design shown on Plate A. 

Dimensions: The brake-shaft shall be not less than one and one-fourth (14) inches 
in diameter, of wrought iron or steel without weld. 

The brake-heel may be flat or dished, not less than fifteen (15), preferably sixteen 
(16) inches in diameter, of malleable iron, wrought iron or steel. 

Location: The hand-brake shall be so located that it can be safely operated while 
car is In motion. 

The brake-shaft shall be located on end of car, to the left of and not less than 
seventeen (17) nor more than than twenty-two (22) inches from centre. 

Manner of application: There shall be not less than four (4) inches clearance 
around rim of brake-wheel. 

Outside edge of brake-wheel shall be not less than four (4) inches from a vertical 
plane parallel with end of car and passing through the inside face of knuckle when 
closed with coupler-horn against the buffer-block or end-sill. 
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Top brake-shaft support shall be fastened with not less than one-half (4) inch bolts 
or rivets. (See Plate A.) 

A brake-shaft step shall support the lower end of brake-shaft. A brake-shaft step 
which will permit the brake-chain to drop under the brake-shaft shall not be used. 
U-shaped form of brake-shaft step is preferred. (See Plate A. 

Brake-shaft shall be arranged with a square fit at its upper end to secure the 
hand-brake wheel; said square fit shall be not less than seven-eighths (%) of an inch 
square. Square-fit taper; nominally two (2) in twelve (12) inches. (See Plate A.) 

Brake-chain shall be of not less than three-eighths (2), preferably seven-sixteenths 
(se), inch wrought iron or steel, with a link on the brake-rod end of not less than seven- 
sixteenths (%6), preferably one-half (4), inch wrought iron or steel, and shall be 
secured to brake-shaft drum by not less than one-half (4) inch hexagon or square- 
headed bolt. Nut on said bolt shall be secured by riveting end of bolt over nut. (See 
Plate A.) 

Lower end of brake-shaft shall be provided with a trunnion of not less than three- 
fourths (#), preferably one (1), inch in diameter extending through brake-shaft step 
and held in operating position by a suitable cotter or ring. (See Plate A.) 

Brake-shaft drum shall be not less than one and one-half (14) inches in diameter. 
(See Plate A.) 

Brake ratchet-wheel shall be secured to brake shaft by a key or square fit; said 
square fit shall be not less than one and five-sixteenths (1%s) inches square. When 
ratchet-wheel with square fit is used provision shall be made to prevent ratchet-wheel 
from rising on shaft to disengage brake-pawl. (See Plate A.) 

Brake ratchet-wheel shall be not less than five and one-fourth (54) preferably five 

-and one half (54), inches in diameter and shall have not less than fourteen (14), pre- 
ferably sixteen (16) teeth. (See Plate A.) 

If brake ratchet-wheel is more than thirty-six (36) inches from brake-wheel, a 
brake-shaft support shall be provided to support this extended upper portion of brake- 
shaft; said brake-shaft support shall be fastened with not less than one-half (4) inch 
bolts or rivets. 

The brake-pawl shall be pivoted upon a bolt or rivet not less than five-eighths (8) of 
an inch in diameter, or upon a trunnion secured by not less than one-half (4) inch bolt 
or rivet, and there shall be a rigid metal connection between brake-shaft and pivot of 
pawl. 

Brake-wheel shall be held in position on brake-shaft by a nut on a threaded - 
extended end of brake-shaft; said threaded portion shall be not less than three-fourths 
(2) of an inch in diameter said nut shall be secured by riveting over or by the use of a 
lock nut or suitable cotter. 

Brake-wheel shall be arranged with a square fit for brake-shaft in hub of said 
wheel; taper of said fit, nominally two (2) in twelve (12) inches. (See Plate A.) 

Brake-step—lIf brake-step is used, it shall be not less than twenty-eight (28) inches 
in length. Outside edge shall be not less than eight (8) inches from face of car and not 
less than four (4) inches from a vertical plane parallel with end of car and passing 
through the inside face of knuckle when closed with coupler-horn against the buffer- 
block or end-sill. 

Manner of application: Brake-step shall be supported by not less than two metal 
braces having a minimum cross-section area three-eighths (3) by one and one-half (13) 
inches or equivalent, which shall be securely fastened to body of car with not less than 
one-half (4) inch bolts or rivets. 

Running-Boards—Number: One (1) longitudinal running-board. 

On outside metal-roof cars two (2) latitudinal extensions. 

Dimensions: Longitudinal running-board shall be not less than eighteen (18) 
preferably twenty (20) inches in width. 
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Latitudinal extensions shall be not less than twenty-four (24) inches in width. 

Location: Full length of car, centre of roof. 

On outside metal-roof cars there shall be two (2) latitudinal extensions from 
longitudinal running-board to ladder locations, except on refrigerator cars where such 
latitudinal extensions can not be applied on account of ice hatches. 

Manner of application :—Running-boards shall be continuous from end to end and 
not cut or hinged at any point: Provided, that the length and width of running 
boards be made up of a number of pieces securely fastened to saddle-blocks with screws 
or bolts. 

The ends of longitudinal running-board shall be not less than six (6) nor more 
than ten (10) inches from a vertical plane parallel with end of car and passing through 
the inside face of knuckle when closed with coupler-horn against the buffer-block or 
end-sill; and if more than four (4) inches from edge of roof of car, shall be securely 
supported their full width by substantial metal braces. 

Running-boards shall be made of wood and securely fastened to car. 

Sill-steps—Number: Six (6). 

Dimensions: Minimum cross-sectional area one-half (4) by one and one-half (14) 
inches, or equivalent, of wrought iron or steel. 

Minimum length of tread, ten (10), preferably twelve (12) inches. 

Minimum clear depth, eight (8) inches. 

Location: One (1) near each end on each side of car, so that there shall be not 
more than eighteen (18) inches from end of ear to centre of tread of sill-step. Also 
one (1) at each end of car centre of sill-step to be as nearly central with the ladder as 
possible. 

Outside edge of tread of step shall be not more than four (4) inches inside of 
face of side of ear, preferably flush with side of ear. 

Tread shall be not more than twenty-four (24), preferably not more, than twenty- 
two (22), inches above the top of rail. 

Manner of application: Sill steps exceeding twenty-one (21) inches in depth 
shall have an additional tread. 

Sill-steps shall be securely fastened with not less than one-half (4) inch bolts 
with nuts outside (when possible) and riveted over, or with not less than one-half (4) 
inch rivets. c 

Ladders—Number: Four (4). 

Dimensions: Minimum clear length of tread: Side ladders sixteen (16) inches; 
end Jadders fourteen (14) inches. 

Maximum spacing between ladder-treads, nineteen (19) inches. 

Top ladder-tread shall be located not less than twelve (12) nor more than eighteen 
(18) inches from roof at eaves. 

Spacing of side ladder treads shall be uniform within a limit of two (2) inches 
from top ladder tread to bottom tread of ladder. 

Maximum distance from bottom tread of side ladder to top tread of sill step, 
twenty-one (21) inches. 

End ladder treads shall be spaced to coincide with treads of side ladders, a varia- 
tion of two (2) inches being allowed. Where construction of car will not permit the 
application of a tread of end ladder to coincide with bottom tread of side ladder, the 
tee tread of end ladder must coincide with second tread from bottom of side 
adder. 


; ee treads, minimum dimensions one and one-half (14) by two (2) 
inches. 

Tron or steel treads, minimum diameter five-eighths (3) of an inch. 

Minimum clearance of treads, two (2), preferably two and one-half (24) inches. 
- Location: One (1) on each side, not more than eight (8) inches from right end 
ot*car; one (1) on each end, not more than eight (8) inches from left side of car; 


measured from inside edge of ladder-stile or clearance of ladder treads to corner of 
car. 
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Manner of application: Metal ladder without stiles near corners of cars shall 
have foot-guards or upward projections not less than two (2) inches in height near 
inside end of bottom treads. 

Stiles of ladders, projecting two (2) or more-inches from face of car, will serve 
as foot-guards. 

Ladders shall be securely fastened with not less than one-half (4) inch bolts 
with nuts outside (when possible) and riveted over, or with not less than one-half (4) 
inch rivets. Three-eighths (2) inch bolts may be used for wooden treads which are 
gained into stiles. 

_ End-ladder clearance—No part of car above end-sills within thirty (80) inches 
from side of car, except buffer-block, brake-shaft, brake-wheel, brake-step, running- 
board or uncoupling-lever shall extend to within twelve (12) inches of a vertical 
plane parallel with end of car and passing through the inside face of knuckle when 
closed with coupler-horn against the buffer-block, or end-sill, and no other part of end 
of car or fixtures on same above end-sills, other than exceptions herein noted, shall 
extend beyond the outer face of buffer-block. 

Roof-handholds—Number: One (1) over each ladder. 

One (1) right-angle handhold may take the place of two (2) adjacent specified 
roof-handholds, provided the dimensions and locations coincide, and that an extra leg 
is securely fastened to car at point of angle. 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter, five-eighths (2) of an inch, wrought iron or steel. 

Minimum clear length, sixteen (16) inches. 

Minimum clearance, two (2), preferably two and one-half (24) inches. 

Location: On roof of car: One (1) parallel to treads of each ladder, not less 
than eight (8) nor more than fifteen (15) inches from edge of roof, except on refriger- 
ator cars where ice hatches prevent, when location may be nearer edge of roof. 

Manner of application: Roof-handholds shall be securely fastened with not less 
than one-half (4) inch bolts with nuts outside (when possible) and riveted over, or 
with not less than one-half (4) inch rivets. 

Side-handholds—Number: Four (4). 

(Tread of side-ladder is a side-handhold.) 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter, five-eighths (8) of an inch, wrought iron or 
steel. 

Minimum clear length, sixteen (16) inches, preferably twenty-four (24) inches. 

Minimum clearance, two (2), preferably two and one-half (24) inches. 

Loeation: Horizontal: One (1) near each end on each side of car. 

Side-handholds shall be not less than twenty-four (24) nor more than thirty (80) 
inches above centre line of coupler, except as provided above, where tread of ladder is 
a handhold. Clearance of outer end of handhold shall be not more than eight (8) 
inches from end of ear. 

Manner of application: Side-handholds shall be securely fastened with not less 
than one-half (4) inch bolts with nuts outside (when possible) and riveted over, or 
with not less than one-half (4) inch rivets. 

Horizontal end-handholds—Number: Eight (8) or more. (Four (4) on each 
end of car.) - 

(Tread of end-ladder is an end-handhold.) 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter, five-eighths (g) of an inch, wrought iron or 
steel. 

Minimum clear length, sixteen *(16) inches, preferably twenty-four (24), inches. 

A handhold fourteen (14) inches in length may be used where it is impossible to 
use one sixteen (16) inches in length. 

Minimum clearance, two (2), preferably two and one-half (24) inches. 

Location: One (1) near each side on each end of car, not less than twenty-four 
(24) nor more than thirty (30) inches above centre line of coupler, except as provided 
above, when tread of end-ladder is an end-handhold. Clearance of outer end of hand- 
hold shall be not more than eight (8) inches from side of car. 


448 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 
5 GEORGE V., A. 1915 


One (1) near each side of each end of car on face of end-sill or sheathing over 
end-sill, projecting outward or downward. Clearance of outer end of handhold shall 
be not more than sixteen (16) inches from side of car. 

On each end of cars with platform end-sills six (6) or more inches in width, 
measured from end-port or siding and extending entirely across end of car, there shall 
be one additional end-handhold not less than twenty-four (24) inches in length, located 
near centre of car, not less than thirty (30) nor more than sixty (60) inches above 
platform end-sill. 

Manner of application: Horizontal end-handholds shall be securely fastened with 
not less than one-half (3) inch bolts with nuts outside (when possible) and riveted 
over, or with not less than one-half (4) inch rivets. 

Vertical End-handholds—Number: Two (2) on full-width platform end-sill cars, 
as heretofore described. 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter five-eighths (3) of an inch, wrought iron or 
steel. Minimum clear length, eighteen (18), preferably twenty-four (24) inches. 

Minimum clearance two (2), preferably two and one-half (24) inches. - 

Location: One (1) on each end of car opposite ladder, not more than eight (8) 
inches from side of car; clearance of bottom end of handhold shall be not less than 
twenty-four (24) nor more than thirty (80) inches above centre line of coupler. 

Manner of application: Vertical end-handholds shall be securely fastened with 
not less than one-half (4) inch bolts with nuts outside (when possible) and riveted 
over, or with not less than one-half (4) inch rivets. 

Uncoupling-levers—Number: Two (2). 

Uncoupling-levers may be either single or double, and of any efficient design. 

Dimensions: Handles of uncoupling-levers, except those shown on Plate B or of 
similar designs, shall be not more than six (6) inches from sides of car. ; 

Uncoupling-levers of design shown on Plate B and of similar designs shall con- 
form to the following prescribed limits: 

Handles shall be not more than twelve (12), preferably nine (9), inches from 
sides of cars. Centre lift-arms shall be not less than seven (7) inches long. 

Centre of eye at end of centre lift-arm shall be not more than three and one-half 
(33) inches beyond centre of eye of uncoupling-pin of coupler when horn of coupler 
is against the buffer-block or end-sill. (See Plate B.) 

Ends of handles shall extend not less than four (4) inches below hae of end-sill 
or shall be so constructed as to give a minimum clearance of two (2) inches around 
handle. Minimum drop of handles shall be twelve (12) inches; maximum, fifteen 
(15) inches over all. (See Plate B.) 

Handles of uncoupling-levers of the “rocking” or “push-down” type shall be 
not less than eighteen (18) inches from top of. rail when lock block has released 
knuckle, and a suitable stop shall be provided to prevent inside arm from flying up 
in case of breakage. 

Location: One (1) on each end of ear. 

When single lever is used it shall be placed on left side of end of car. 


HOPPER CARS AND HIGH-SIDE GONDOLAS WITH FIXED ENDS. 


(Cars with sides more than thirty-six (36) inches above the floor are highside cars.) 
Hand-brakes—Number: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 
Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Location: Each hand-brake shall be so located that it can be safely operated 
while car is in motion. 

The brake-shaft shall be located on end of ear to the left of, and not more than 
twenty-two (22) inches from, centre. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 
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Brake-step.—Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 
Sull-steps—Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 
Ladders—Number: same as specified for “Box and other house ears.” 
Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars,” except that top 
ladder-tread shall be located not more than four (4) inches from top of car. 
Location: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 
Manner of Application: Same as specified for “Box and other house ears.” 
Side-handholds—Same as specified for “Box and other house ears.” 
Horizontal end-handholds—Same as specified for “Box and other house ears.” 
Vertical end-handholds—Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 
Uncoupling-levers—Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 
End-ladder clearance——No part of car above end-sills within thirty (30) inches 
from side of car except buffer-block, brake-shaft, brake-wheel, brake-step or uncoupling 
lever shall extend to within twelve (12) inches of a vertical plane parallel with end of 
car and passing through the inside face of knuckle when closed with coupler horn 
against the buffer-block or end-sill, and no other part of end of car or fixtures on same 
above end-sills, other than exceptions herein noted, shall extend beyond the outer face 
of buffer-block. 


DROP-END HIGH-SIDE GONDOLA CARS. 


Hand-brakes—Number: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 
Dimensions: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” Location: each hand- 
brake shall be so located that it can be safely operated while car is in motion. The 
brake-shaft shall be located on end of car to the left of centre. Manner of application: 
Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Sill-steps—Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Ladders.—Number: Two (2). Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other 
house cars” except that top ladder-tread shall be located not more than four (4) inches 
from top of car. 

Location: One (1) on each side, not more than eight (8) inches from right end 
of car, measured from inside edge of ladder-stile or clearance of ladder-treads to 
corner of car. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Side-handholds——Same as specified for “ Box and other house ears.” 

Horizontal end-handholds—-Number: Four (4). 

Dimensions: Same as specified for ‘‘ Box and other house ears.” 

Location: One (1) near each side of each end of car on face of end-sill. Clearance 
of outer end of handhold shall be not more than sixteen (16) inches from side of car. 
Manner of application: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Uncoupling-levers—Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

End-ladder clearance.-—No part of car above end sills within thirty (30) inches 
from side of car, except buffer-block, brake-shaft, brake-wheel or uncoupling-lever 
sha]l extend to within twelve (12) inches of a vertical plane parallel with end of car 
and passing through the inside face of knuckle when closed with coupler-horn against 
the buffer-block or end-sill, and no other part of end of car or fixtures on same above 
end-sills, other than exceptions herein noted, shall extend beyond the outer face of 
buffer-block. 


FIXED END, LOW-SIDE GONDOLA AND LOW-SIDE HOPPER CARS. 


(Cars with sides thirty-six (36) inches or less above the floor are low-side cars.) 
Hand-brakes—Number: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 
Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 


*End Sill-steps, as specified for Box and Other House Cars, are required for Box and Other 
' House Cars “onuy.” 
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Loeation: Each hand-brake shall be so located that it ean be safely operated while 
car ig in motion. The brake-shaft shall be located on end of car, to the left of and 
not more than twenty-two (22) inches from centre. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Brake-step—Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

*Sill-steps—Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 


Side-handholds——-Number: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” _ 


Dimensions: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Location: Horizontal. One (1) near each end on each side of car, not less than 
twenty-four (24) nor more than thirty (30) inches above-centre line of coupler, if car 
construction will permit, but handhold shall not project above top of side. Clearance 
of outer end of handhold shall be not more than eight (8) inches from end of car. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Horizontal end-handholds—Number: Same as specified for “ Box and other house 
cars.” 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Location: One (1) near each side on each end of car not less than twenty-four 
(24) nor more than thirty (80) inches above centre line of coupler, if car construction 
will permit. Clearance of outer end of handhold shall be not more than eight (8) 
inches from side of car. One (1) near each side of each end of car on face of end sill, 
projecting outward or downward. Clearance of outer end of handhold shall be not 
more than sixteen (16) inches from side of car. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Uncoupling-levers—Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

End-ladder clearance.—No part of car above end-sills within thirty (30) inches 
from side of car except buffer-block, brake-shaft, brake-step, brake-wheel or uncoup- 
ling-lever shall extend to within twelve (12) inches of a vertical plane parallel with 
end of car and passing through the inside face of knuckle when closed with coupler- 
horn against the buffer-block or end-sill, and no other part of end of car or fixtures on 
same above end-sills, other than exceptions herein noted, shall extend beyond the outer 
face of buffer-block. 

DROP-END LOW-SIDE GONDOLA CARS. 


Hand-brakes.—Number: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “ Box and other house ears.” 

Location: Each hand-brake shall be so located that it can be safely operated while 
car is in motion. The brake-shaft shall be located on end of car to the left of centre. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars,” pro- 
vided that top brake shaft support may be omitted. 

*Sill-steps.—Same as specified for “ Box and other house ears.” 

Side-handholds—Number: Same as specified for “ Box and other house ears.” 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Location: Horizontal. One (1) near each end on each side of car, not less than 
twenty-four (24) nor more than thirty (80) inches above centre line of coupler, if car 
construction will permit, but handhold shall not project above top of side. Clearance 
of outer end of handhold shall be not more than eight (8) inches from end of ear. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

End-handholds—Number: Four (4). 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “ Box and other house. cars.” 

Location: Horizontal. One (1) near each side of each end of car on face of end- 
sill. Clearance of outer end of handhold shall be not more than sixteen (16) inches 
from side of car. 


Manner of application: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 


*End Sill-steps, as specified for Box and Other House Cars, are required for Box and Other 
House Cars ‘‘onuy.” 
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Uncoupling-levers—Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

End-ladder clearance——No part of car above end sills within thirty (30) inches 
from side of car, except buffer-block, brake-shaft, brake-wheel or uncoupling-lever shall 
extend to within twelve (12) inches of a vertical plane parallel with end of car and 
passing through the inside face of knuckle when closed with coupler-horn against the 
buffer-block or end-sill, and no other part of end of car or fixtures on same above end- 
sills, other than exceptions herein noted, shall extend beyond the outer face of buffer- 
block. 


FLAT CARS. 


(Cars with sides twelve (12) inches or less above the floor may be equipped the same 
as flat cars.) 


Hand-brakes—Number: Same as specified for “Box and other house ears.” 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “ Box and other house ears.” 

Location: Each hand-brake shall be so located that it can be safely operated while 
car is in motion. 

The brake-shaft shall be located on the end of car to the left of centre, or on side 
of car not more than thirty-six (36) inches from right hand end thereof. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “ Box and other house ears.” 

*Sill-steps—Same as specified for “ Box and other cars.” 

Side-handholds—Number: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Location :Horizontal. One (1) on face of each side-sill near each end. Clear- 
ance of outer end of handhold shall be not more than twelve (12) inches from end of 
car. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

End=handholds—Number: Four (4). 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Location: Horizontal. One (1) on face of each side-sill near each end. Olear- 
sill. Clearance of outer end of handhold shall be not more than sixteen (16) inches 
from side of car. 

Manner of application : Same as specified for “Box and other house ears.’ 

Uncoupling-levers—Same as specified for ‘‘ Box and other house ears.” 


TANK-CARS WITH SIDE-PLATFORMS. 


Hand-brakes—Number: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Location: Each hand-brake shall be so located that it can be safely operated while 
car is in motion. 

The brake-shaft shall be located on end of car to the left of centre. 

Manner of application; Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

* §ill-steps—Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Side-handholds——Number: Four (4) or more. 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars,.” 

Location: Horizontal. One (1) on face of each side-sills near each end. Cisne 
of outer end of handhold shall not be more than (12) twelve inches from end of car. 
If side safety-railings are attached to tank or tank-bands, four (4) additional vertical 
handholds shall be applied, one (1) as nearly as possible over each sill-step and securely 


fastened to tank or tank-band. 
Manner of application: Same as specified for “ Box and aie house ears.’ 


*Fnd Sill-steps, as specified for Box and Other House Cars, are required for Box and Other 
House Cars ‘‘oNuy.” 
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End-handholds——Number: Four (4). 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Location: Horizontal. One (1) near each side of each end of car on face of end- 
sill. Olearance of outer end of handhold shall be not more than sixteen (16) inches 
from side of car. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Tank-head handholds—Number: Two (2). (Not required if safety raiding runs 
around ends of tank.) 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter five-eighths ($) of an inch, wrought iron or steel. 
Minimum clearance two (2), preferably two and one-half (24) inches. Clear length 
of handholds shall extend to within six (6) inches of outer diameter of tank at point 
of application. 

Location: Horizontal. One (1) across each head of tank not less than thirty (30) 
nor more than sixty (60) inches above platform. 

Manner of application: Tiank-heaid handholds shall be securely fastened. 

Safety-railings—Number: One (1) continuous safety-railing running around 
sides anid ends of tank, securely fastened to tank or tank-bands at ends and sides of 
tank; or two (2) running full length of tank at sides of car supported by posts. 

Dimensions: Not less than three-fourths (4) of an inch, iron. 

Loeation: Running full length of tank either at side supported by posts or securely 
fastened to tank or tank-bands, not less than thirty (30) nor more than sixty (60) 
inches above platform. 

Manner of application: Safety-railings shall be securely fastened to tank-body, 
tank-banids or posts. 

Uncoupling-levers——Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

End-ladder clearance.—No part of car above end-sills within thirty (30) inches 
from side of car, except buffer-block, brake-shaft, brake-shaft brackets, brake wheel or 
uncoupling-lever shall extend to within twelve (12) inches of a vertical plane parallel 
with end of car and passing through the inside face of knuckle when closed with 
coupler-horn against the buffer-block or end-sill, and no other part of end of car or 
fixtures on same above end-sills, other than exceptions herein noted, shall extend 
beyond the outer face of buffer-block. 


TANK CARS WITHOUT SIDE-SILLS AND TANK CARS WITH SHORT SIDE-SILLS AND END-PLATFORMS. 


Hand-brakes—Number: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 
Dimensions: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 


Location: Each hand-brake shall be so located that it can be safely operated . 


while it is in motion. 

The brake-shaft shall be located on end of car to the left of centre. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Running-boards—Number: One (1) continuous running-board around sides and 
ends; or two (2) runming full length of tank, one (1) on each side. 

Dimensions: Minimum width on sides, ‘ten (10) inches. Minimum width on 
ends, six (6) inches. 

Location: Continuous ‘around sides and ends of cars. On tank cars having end 
platforms extending to bolsters, running-boards shall extend from centre to centre of 
bolsters, one (1) on each side. 

Manner of application: If side running-boards are applied below centre of tank, 
outside edge of running-boards shall extend not less than seven (7) inches beyond 
bulge of tank. 

The running-boards at ends of car shall be not less than six (6) inches from a 
point vertically above the inside face of knuckle when closed with coupler-horn against 
the buffer-block, end-sill or back-stop. 


* End Sill-steps, as specified for Box and other House Cars, are required for Box and Other 
House Cars “ONLY.” 
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Running-boards shall be securely fastened to tank or tank-bands. — 
*Sill-steps—Number: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 
Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Location: One (1) near each end on each side under side-handhold. 

Outside edge of tread of step shall be not more than four (4) inches inside of face 
of side of car, preferably flush with side of car. 

Tread shall be not more than twenty-four (24), preferably not more than twenty- 
two (22), inches above the top of rail. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Ladders.—(If running-boards are so located as to make ladders necessary.) — 

Number. Two (2) on cars with continuous running-boards. 

Four (4) on ears with side running-boards. 

Dimensions: Minimum clear length of tread ten (10) inches. 

Maximum: Spacing of treads nineteen (19) inches. 

Dimensions: Hard-wood treads, minimum dimensions, one and one-half (14) by 
two (2) inches. 

Wrought iron or steel treads, minimum diameter, five-eighths ($) of an inch. 

Minimum clearance, two (2), preferably two and one-half (24) inches. 

Location: On cars with continuous running-boards, one (1) at right end of each 
side. 

On cars with side running-boards, one (1) at each end of each running-board. 

Manner of application: Ladders shall be securely fastened with not less than one- 
half (4) inch bolt or rivets. 

Side-handholds—Number: Four (4) or more. 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Location: Horizontal. One (1) on face of each side-sill near each end on tank 
cars with short side-sills, or one (1) attacahed to top of running-board projecting out- 
ward above sill-steps or ladders on tank cars without side-sills. Clearance of outer 
end of handhold shall be not more than twelve (12) inches from end of car. 

If side safety-railings are attached to tank or tank-bands four (4) additional ver- 
tical hanidholds shall be applied, one (1) as nearly as possible over each sill-step and 
securely fastened to tank or tank-band. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

End-handholds—Number: Four (4). 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house ears.” 

Location: Horizontal. One (1) near each side of each end of car on face of end- 
sill. Clearance of outer end of handhold shall be not more than sixteen (16) inches 
from side of car. 

Manmer of application: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Tank-head handholds—Number: Two (2). [Not required if safety-railing runs 
around ends of tank.] 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter five-eighths (2) of an inch, wrought iron or steel. 

Minimum clearance two (2), preferably two and one-half (24), inches. 

Location: Horizontal. One (1) across each head of tank not less than thirty 
(30) nor more than sixty (60) inches above platform on running-board. Clear length 
of handholds shall extend to within six (6) inches of outer diameter of tank at point 
of application. 

Manner of application: Tank-head handholds shall be securely fastened. 

Safety-railings—Number: One (1) running around sides and ends of tank or 
two (2) running full length of tank. ; 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter, seven-eighths ({) of an inch, wrought iron or 
steel. Minimum clearance, two and one-half (23) inches. 

Location: Running full length of tank, not less than thirty (80) nor more than 
‘sixty (60) inches above platform or running-board. 


*End Sill-steps, as specified for Box and Other House Cars, are required for Box and Other 
House Cars ‘ ONLY.” 
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Manner of application: Safety-railings shall be securely fastened to tank or 
tank-bands and secured against end shifting. 

Uncoupling-levers——Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

End-ladder clearance-—No part of car above end-sills within thirty (30) inches 
from side of car, except buffer--block, brake-shaft, brake-shaft brackets, brake-wheel, 
running-boards or uncoupling-lever shall extend to within twelve (12) inches of a 
vertical plane parallel with end of car and passing through the inside face of knuckle 
when closed with coupler-horn against the buffer-block or end-sill, and no other part 
of end of ear or fixtures on same, above end-sills, other than exceptions herein noted, 
shall extend beyond the outer face of buffer-block. 


TANK CARS WITHOUT END=SILLS. 


Hand-brakes—Number: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Location: Each hand-brake shall be so located that it can be safely operated while 
ear is in motion. The brake-shaft shall be located on end of car to the left of centre. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Brake-step—Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Running-boards—Number: One (1). 

Dimensions: Minimum width on sides, ten (10) inches. Minimum width on ends, 
six (6) inches. 

Location: Continuous around sides and ends of tank. 

Manner of application: If running-boards are applied below centre of tank, out- 
side edge of running-boards shall extend not less than seven (7) inches beyond bulge 
of tank. Running-boards at ends of car shall be not less than six (6) inches from a 
point vertically above the inside face of knuckle when closed with coupler-horn against 
the buffer-block, end-sill or back-stop. Running-boards shall be securely fastened to 
tank or tank-bands. 

Sill-steps—Number: Four (4). [Jf tank has high running-boards, making ladders 
necessary, sill-steps must meet ladder requirements. | 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Location: One (1) near each end on each side, flush with outside edge of running- 
board as near end of car as practicable. Tread not more than twenty-four (24), pre- 
ferably not more than twenty-two (22), inches above the top of rail. 

Manner of application: Steps exceeding eighteen (18) inches in depth shall have 
an additional tread and be laterally braced. Sill-steps shall be securely fastened with 
not less than one-half (4) inch bolts with nuts outside (when possible) and riveted 
over, or with one-half (4) inch rivets. 

Side-handholds—Number: Four (4) or more. 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house ears.” 

Location: Horizontal. One (1) near each end on each side of car over sill-step, 
on running-board, not more than two (2) inches back from outside edge of running- 
board, projecting downward or outward. Where such side-handholds are more than 
eighteen (18) inches from end of car, an additional handhold must be placed near 
each end on each side not more than thirty (30) inches above centre line of coupler. 
Clearance of outer end of handhold shall be not more than twelve (12) inches from 
end of car. If safety-railings are on tank, four (4) additional vertical handholds shall 
be applied, one (1) over each sill-step on tank. 

Manner of application: Same as-specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

End handholds—Number: Four (4). 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 
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Location: Horizontal. One (1) near each side on each end of car on running- 
board, not more than two (2) inches back from edge of running-board projecting 
downward or outward, or on end of tank not more than thirty (30) inches above centre 
line of coupler. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Safety-railings—Number: One (1). 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter seven-eighths (%) of an inch, wrought iron or 
steel. Minimum clearance two and one-half (24) inches. 

Location: Safety-railings shall be continuous around sides and ends of car, not 
less than thirty (30) nor more than sixty (60) inches above running-board. 

Manner of application: Safety-railings shall be securely fastened to tank or tank- 
bands, and secured against-end shifting. 

Uncoupling-levers—Number: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars,” except that mini- 
mum length of uncoupling-lever shall be forty-two (42) inches, measured from centre 
line of end of car to handle of lever. 

Location: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars,” except that un- 
coupling-lever shall be not more than thirty (30) inches above centre line of coupler. 

_ End-Ladder Clearance—No part of car above buffer-block within thirty (80) 
inches from side of car, except brake-shaft, brake-shaft brackets, brake-wheel or un- 
coupling-lever shall extend to within twelve (12) inches of a vertical plane parallel 
with end of car and passing through the inside face of knuckle when closed with 
coupler-horn against the buffer-block or back stop, and no other part of end of car or 
fixtures on same, above buffer-block, other than exceptions herein noted, shall extend 
beyond the face of buffer-block. 


CABOOSE CARS WITH PLATFORMS. 


Hand-brakes.—Number: Each caboose car shall be equipped with an efficient hand- 
brake which shall operate in harmony with the power-brake thereon. 

The hand-brake may be of any efficient design, but must provide the same degree 
of safety as the design shown on Plate A. 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Location: Each hand-brake shall be so located that it can be safely operated 
while car is in motion. 

The brake-shaft on caboose cars with platforms shall be located on platform to 
the left of centre. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Running-boards—Number: One (1) longitudinal running-board. 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Location: Full length of car, centre of roof. (On caboose cars with cupolas, 
longitudinal running-boards shall extend from cupola to ends of roof.) 

Outside-metal-roof cars shall have latitudinal extensions leading to ladder 
locations. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Ladders—Number: Two (2). 

Dimensions: None specified. 

Location: One (1) on each end. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Roof-handholds—Number: One (1) over each ladder. 

Where stiles of ladders extend twelve (12) inches or more above roof, no other 
roof-handholds are required. 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Location: On roof of caboose, in line with and running parallel to treads of lad- 
der, not less than eight (8) nor more than fifteen (15) inches from edge of ‘roof. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 
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Cupola-handholds—Number: One (1) or more. 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter, five-eighths (3) of an inch, wrought iron or 
steel. Minimum clearance two (2), preferably two and one-half (24), inches. 

Loeation: One (1) continuous handhold extending around top of cupola not more 
than three (3) inches from edge of cupola-roof. 

Four (4) right-angle handholds, one (1) at each corner, not less than sixteen (16) 
inches in clear length from point of angle, may take the place of the one (1) con- 
tinuous handhold specified, if locations coincide. 

Manner of application: Cupola-handholds shall be securely fastened with not less 
than one-half (4) inch bolts with nuts outside and riveted over or with not less than 
one-half (4) inch rivets. 

Side-handholds—Number: Four (4). 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter, five-eighths (%) of an inch, wrought iron or 
steel. Minimum clear length, thirty-six (36) inches. 

Minimum clearance, two (2), preferably two and one-half (23), inches. 

Location: One (1) near each end on each side of car, curving downward toward 
centre of car from a point not less than thirty (80) inches above platform to a point 
not more than eight (8) inches from bottom of car. Top end of handhold shall be not 
more than eight (8) inches from outside face of end-sheathing. 3 

Manner of application: Same as specified for ‘“Box and other house ears.” 

End-handholds—Number: Four (4). 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house ears.” 

Location: Horizontal. One (1) near each side on each end of car on face of plat- 
form end-sill. Clearance of outer end of handhold shall be not more than sixteen (16) 
inches from end of platform end-sill. : 

Manner of application: Same as specified for ‘““Box and other house ears.” 

End Platform-handholds—Number: Four (4). 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter, five-eighths (3) of an inch, wrought iron steel. 
Minimum clearance, two (2), preferably two and one-half (24), inches. 

Location: One (1) right-angle handhold on each side of each end extending hori- 
zontally from door-post to corner of car at approximate height of platform-rail, then 
downward to within twelve (12) inches of bottom of car. 

Manner of application: Handholds shall be securely fastened \with bolts, screws, 
or rivets. 

Caboose Platform-steps——Safe and suitable box steps leading to caboose platforms 
shall be provided at each corner of caboose. 

: he tread of step shall be not more than twenty-four (24) inches above top 
of rail. 


Uncoupling-levers—Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 


CABOOSE CARS WITHOUT PLATFORMS. 


Hand-brakes——Number: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 
Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house ears.” 
Location : Each hand-brake shall be so located so that it can be safely operated 
while car is in motion. 
The brake-shaft on caboose cars without platforms shall be located on end of car 
to the left of centre. 
Manner of application: Same as specified for “Box and other house ears.” 
Brakestep.—Same as specitied for “Box and other house cars.” 
Running-Boards.—Number : Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 
Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house ears.” 
Location: Full length of car, centre of roof. (On caboose cars with cupolas, longi- 
tudinal running-boards shall extend from cupola to ends of roof.) 
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Outside-metal-roof cars shall have latitudinal extensions leading to ladder loca- 
tions. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

*Sill-steps—Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Side-door steps—Number: Two (2) if caboose has side-doors. 

Dimensions: Minimum length, five (5) feet. 

Minimum width, six (6) inches. 

Minimum thickness of tread, one and one-half (14) inches. 

Minimum height of back-stop, three (3) inches. 

Maximum height from top of rail to top of tread, twenty-four (24) inches. 

Location: One (1) under each side-door. 

Manner of application: Side-door steps shall be supported by two (2) iron brackets 
having a minimum cross-sectional area seven-eighths (%) by three (3) inches or 
equivalent, each of which shall be securely fastened to car by not less than two (2) 
three-fourth (2) inch bolts. 

Ladders.—Number. four (4). 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Location: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars,” except when caboose 
has side doors, then side-ladders shail be located not more than eight (8) inches from 
doors. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.’” 

End-ladder clearance-—No part of car above end-sills within thirty (30) inches 
from side of car, except buffer-block, brake-shaft, brake-wheel, brake-step, running- 
board. or uncoupling-lever shall extend to within twelve (12) inches of a vertical plane 
parallel with end of car and passing through the inside face of knuckle when closed 
with coupler horn against the bluffer-block, or end-sill, and no other part of end of car 
or fixtures on same above end-sills, other than exceptions herein noted, shall extend 
beyond the outer face of buffer-block. 

Roof-handholds—Number: Four (4). 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box ana other house cars.” 

Location: One (1) over each ladder, on roof in line with and running parallel to 
treads of ladder, not less than eight (8) nor more than fifteen (15) inches from edge 
of roof. 

Where stiles of ladders extend twelve (12) inches or more above roof, no other 
roof-handholds are required. 

Manner of application: Roof-handholds shall be securely fastened with not less 
than one-half (4) inch bolts with nuts outside (when possible) and riveted over, or 
with not less than one-half (4) inch rivets. 

Cupola-handholds—Number: One (1) or more. 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter five-eighths ($) of an inch, wrought iron or 
steel. 

Minimum clearance, two (2), preferably two and one-half (24), inches. 

Location: One (1) continuous cupola-handhold extending around top of cupola, 
not more than three (3) inches from edge of cupola roof. 

Four (4) right-angle handholds, one (1) at each corner, not less than sixteen (16) 
inches in clear length from point of angle, may take the place of the one (1) con- 
tinuous handhold specified, if locations coincide. 

Manner of application: Cupola-handholds shall be securely fastened with not less 
than one-half (3) inch bolts with nuts outside and riveted over or with not less than 
one-half (3) inch rivets. 

Side-handholds—Number: Four (4). 


. ”? 
Dimensions: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars. 


*End Sill-steps, as specified for Box and Other House Cars, are required for Box and Other 
House Cars ‘‘oNuy.” 


458 RAILWAY OOMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 
5 GEORGE V., A. 1915 


Location: Horizontal. One (1) near each end on each side of car, not less than 
twenty-four (24) nor more than thirty (30) inches above center line of coupler. Clear- 
ance of outer end of handhold shall be not more than eight (8) inches from end of car. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars.” 

Side-door handholds—Number: Four (4): Two (2) curved, two (2) straight. 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter five-eighths (%) of an inch, wrought iron or 
steel. 

Minimum clearance two (2), preferably two and one-half (24) inches. 

Location: One (1) curved handhold, from a point at side of each door oppo- 
site ladder, not less than thirty-six (36) inches above bottom of car curving away from 
door downward to a point not more than six (6) inches above bottom of car. 

One (1) vertical handhold at ladder side of-each door from a point not less than 
thirty-six (36) inches above bottom of car to a point not more than six (6) inches 
above level of bottom of door. 

Manner of application: Side-door handholds shall be securely fastened with not 
less than one-half (4) inch bolts with nuts outside (when possible) and riveted over, 
or with not less than one-half (4) inch rivets. 

Horizontal End-handholds—Number: Same as specified for “Box and other 
house cars.” 

Dimensions: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Location: Same as specified for “Box and other house cars,” except that (1) 
additional end-handhold shall be on each end of cars with platform end-sills as hereto- 
fore described, unless car has door in centre of end., Said handhold shall be not less 
than twenty-four (24) inches in length, located near centre of car, not less than thirty 
(30) nor more than sixty (60) inches above platform end-sill. 

Manner of application: Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Vertical handholds—Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 

Uncoupling-levers.—Same as specified for “ Box and other house cars.” 


PASSENGER-TRAIN CARS WITH WIDE VESTIBULES. 


Hand-brakes—Number. Each passenger-train car shall be equipped with an effi- 
cient hand-brake, which shall operate in harmony with the power-brake thereon. 

Location: Each hand-brake shall be so located that it can be safely operated while 
ear is in motion. 

Side-handholds—Number: Eight (8). 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter, five-eighths (£) of an inch, metal. 

Minimum clear length, sixteen (16) inches. 

Minimum clearance, one and one-fourth (14), preferably one and one-half (14) 
inches. 

Location: Vertical. One (1) on each vestibule door post. 
Manner of application: Side-handholds shall be securely fastened with bolts 
rivets or screws. 

End-handholds—Number: Four (4). 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter, five-eighths (2) of an inch, wrought iron or steel. 

Minimum clear length, sixteen (16) inches. 

Minimum clearance two (2), preferably two an one-half (24) inches. 

Handholds shall be flush with or project not more than one (1) inch beyond vesti- 
bule face. 

Location: Horizontal. One (1) near each side on each end projecting downward 
from face of vestibule end-sill. Clearance of outer end of handhold shall be not more 
than sixteen (16) inches from side of ear. 


; Manner of application: End-handholds shall be securely fastened with bolts or 
rivets. 


er 
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When marker-sockets or brackets are located so that they can be conveniently 
reached from platforms, suitable steps and handholds shall be provided for men ‘to 
reach such sockets or brackets. 

Uncoupling-Levers.—Uncoupling attachments shall be applied so they can be 
operated by a person standing on the ground. 

Minimum length of ground uncoupling attachment, forty-two (42) inches, mea- 
sured from centre line of end of car to handle of attachment. i. 


PASSENGER-TRAIN CARS WITH OPEN END-PLATFORMS, 


Hand-Brakes—Number: Each passenger-train car shall be equipped with an effi- 
cient hand-brake, which shall operate in harmony with the power-brake thereon. 

Location: Each hand-brake shall be so located that it can be safely operated while 
car is in motion. 

End-handholds—Number: Four (4). 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter, five-eightns (%) of an inch, wrought iron or 
steel. | 

Minimum clear length, sixteen (16) inches. 

Minimum clearance, two (2), preferably two and one-half (23') inches. 

Handholds shall be flush with or project not more than one (1) inch beyond face 
of end-sill. 

Manner of application: End-handholds shall be securely fastened with bolts or 
end-sill, projecting downward. Clearance of outer end of handhold shall be not more 
than sixteen (16) inches from end of end-sill. 

Manner of application: End-handholds shall be securely fastened with bolts or 
rivets. 

End Platform-handholds—Number: Four (4). [Cars equipped with safety-gates 
do not require end platform-handholds. | 

Dimensions: Minimum clearance, two (2), preferably two and one-half (24), 
inches, metal. 

Location: Horizontal from or near door-post to a point not more than twelve (12) 
inches from corner of car, then approximately vertical to a point not more than six 
(6) inches from top of platform. Horizontal portion shall be not less than twenty- 
four (24) inches in length nor more than forty (40) inches above platform. 

Manner of application:—End platform-handhold shall be securely fastened with 
bolts, rivets, or screws. 

Uncoupling Levers—Uncoupling attachments shall be applied so they can be 
operated by a person standing on the ground. 

Minimum length of ground uncoupling attachment, forty-two (42) inches, 
measured from centre of end of car to handle of attachment. 


PASSENGER-TRAIN CARS WITHOUT END-PLATFORMS. 


Hand-brakes—Number: Each passenger-train car shall be equipped with an 
efficient hand-brake which shall operate in harmony with the power-brake thereon. 

Location: Each hand-brake shall be so located that it can be safely operated 
while car is in motion. 

Sill-Steps—Number: Four (4). 

Dimensions: Minimum length of tread ten (10), preferably twelve (12), inches. 

Minimum cross-sectional area one-half (+) by one and one-half (13) inches or 
equivalent, wrought iron or steel. 

Minimum clear depth eight (8) inches. 

Location: One (1) near each end on each side not more than twenty-four (24) 
inches from corner of car to centre of tread of sill-step. 
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Outside edge of tread of step shall be not more than two (2) inches inside of 
face of side of car. 

Tread shall be not more than twenty-four (24), preferably not more than 
twenty-two (22) inches above the top of rail. 

Manner of application: Steps exceeding eighteen (18) inches in depth shall 
have an additional tread and be laterally braced. 

Sill-steps shall be securely fastened with not less than one-half (4) inch bolts 
with nuts outside (when possible) and riveted over, or with not less than one-half 
(4) inch rivets. 

Side-handholds—Number: Four (4). 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter, five-eighths (2) of an inch, wrought iron or 
steel. : 
Minimum clear length, sixteen (16), preferably twenty-four (24), inches. 

Minimum clearance, two (2), preferably two and one-half (23), inches. 

Location: Horizontal or vertical. One (1) near each end on each side of car 
over sill-step. 

If horizontal, not less than twenty-four (24) nor more than thirty (380) inches 
above centre line of coupler. 

If vertical, lower end not less than eighteen (18) nor more than twenty-four 
(24) inches above centre line of coupler. 

Manner of application: Side-handholds shall be securely fastened with bolts, 
rivets or screws. 

End-handholds—Number: Four (4). 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter, five-eighths (3) of an inch, wrought iron or 
steel. 

Minimum clear length, sixteen (16) inches. 

Minimum clearance, two (2), preferably two and one-half (23) inches. 

Location: Horizontal. One (1) near each side on each end projecting downward — 
from face and of end-sill or sheating. Clearance of outer end of handhold shall be 
not more than sixteen (16) inches from side of ear. 

Manner of application: Handholds shall be flush with or project not more than 
one (1) inch beyond face of end-sill. 

End-handholds shall be securely fastened with bolts or rivets. 

When marker sockets or brackets are located so that they can not be con- 
veniently reached from platforms, suitable steps and handholds shall be provided 
for men to reach such sockets or brackets. 

End-handrails—(On cars with projecting end-sills)—Number: Four (4). 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter, five-eighths (2) of an inch, wrought iron or 
steel. 

Minimum clearance two (2), preferably two and one-half (24) inches. 

Location: One (1) on each side of each end, entending horizontally from door- 
post or vestibule-frame to a point not more than six (6) inches from corner of ear, 
then approximately vertical to a point not more than six (6) inches from top of 
platform end-sill; horizontal portion shall be not less than thirty (30) nor more 
than sixty (60) inches above platform end-sill. 

Manner of Application: End hand-rails shall be securely fastened with bolts, 
rivets or screws. 

Side-Door Steps—Number: One (1) under each door. 

Dimensions: Minimum length of tread, ten (10), preferably twelve (12), inches, 

Minimum, cross-sectional area, one-half (3) by one and one-half (14) inches or 
equivalent, wrought iron or steel. 

Minimum clear depth, eight (8) inches. 


Location: Outside edge of tread of step not more than two (2) inches inside of 
face of side of car. 
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Tread not more than twenty-four (24), preferably not more than twenty-two 
(22), inches above the top of ‘rail. 

Manner of application: Steps exceeding eighteen (18) inches in depth shall 
have an additional tread and be laterally braced. 

Side-door steps shall be securely fastened with not less than one-half (4) inch 
bolts with nuts outside (when possible) and riveted over, or with not less than one- 
half inch rivets. 

A vertical handhold not less than twenty-four (24) inches in clear length shall 
be applied above each side-door step on door post. 

Uncoupling-levers—Uncoupling attachments shall be applied so they can be 
operated by a person standing on the ground. 

Minimum length of ground uncoupling attachment, forty-two (42) inches, 
measured from centre line of end of car to handle of attachment. 


STEAM LOCOMOTIVES USED IN ROAD SERVICE. 


Tender Sill-steps—Number: Four (4) on tender. 

Dimensions: Bottom tread not less than eight (8) by twelve (12) inches, metal. 
[May have wooden treads. ] 

If stirrup-steps are used; clear length of tread shall be not less than ten (10), 
preferably twelve (12), inches. 

Location: One (1) near each corner of tender on sides. 

Manner of application: Tender sill-steps shall be securely fastened with bolts or 
rivets. 

Pilot Sill-steps—Number: Two (2). 

Location: Foot rests shall be provided on the pilot of every such engine, sufficient 
in width for a man to stand on. 

Manner of application: Pilot sill-steps shall be securely fastened with bolts or 
rivets. ‘ 

Pilot-beam Handholds—Number: Two (2). 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter, five-eighths (2) of an inch, wrought iron or 
steel. Minimum clear length, fourteen (14), preferably sixteen (16) inches. Mini- 
mum clearance, two and one-half (24) inches. 

Location: One (1) on each end of buffer-beam. [If uncoupling-lever extends 
across front end of locomotive to within eight (8) inches of end of buffer-beam, and 
as seven-eighths (8) of an inch or more in diameter, securely fastened, with a clearance 
of two and one-half (24) inches, it is a handhold.] 

Manner of Application: Pilot-beam handholds shall be securely fastened with 
bolts or rivets. 

Side-handholds—Number: Six (6). 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter, if horizontal, five-eighths (2) of an inch; if 
vertical, seven-eighths () of an inch, wrought iron or steel. Horizontal, minimum 
clear length, sixteen (16) inches. Vertical, clear length equal to approximate height 
of tank. Minimum clearance two (2), preferably two and one-half (24) inches. 

Location: Horizontal or vertical. If vertical, one (1) on each side of tender 
within six (6) inches of rear or on corner, if horizontal, same as specified for “ Box 
and other house cars.” 

One (1) on each side of tender near gangway; one (1) on each side of locomotive 
at gangway; applied vertically. 

Manner of application: Side-handholds shall be securely fastened with not less 
than one-half (4) inch bolts or rivets. 

Rear-end Handholds.—Number: Two (2). 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter, five-eighths (2) of an inch, wrought iron or 
steel. Minimum clear length, fourteen (14) inches. Minimum clearance. two (2), 
preferably two and one-half (24), inches. 
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Location: Horizontal. One (1) near each side of rear end of tender on face of 
end-sill. Clearance of outer end of handhold shall be not more than sixteen (16) 
inches from side of tender. 

Manner of application: Rear-end handholds shall be securely fastened with not 
less than one-half (4) inch bolts or rivets. 

Uncoupling-levers—Number: Two (2) double levers, operative from either side. 

Dimensions: Rear-end levers shall extend across end of tender with handles not 
more than twelve (12), preferable nine (9), inches from side of tender with a guard 
bent on handle to give not less than two (2) inches clearance around handle. 

Location: One (1) on rear end of tender and one (1) on front end of locomotive. 

Handles of front-end levers shall be not more than twelve (12), preferably nine 
(9) inches from ends of buffer-beam, and shall be so constructed as to give a mini- 
mum clearance of two (2) inches around handle. 

Manner of application: Uncoupling-levers shall be securely fastened with bolts 
or rivets. s 

Couplers.—Locomotives shall be equipped with automatic couplers at rear of 
tender and front of locomotive. 


STEAM LOCOMOTIVES USED IN SWITCHING SERVICE. 


Footboards.—Number: Two (2) or more. 

Dimensions: Minimum width of tread, ten (10) inches, wood. 

Minimum thickness of tread, one and one-half (14), preferably two (2) inches. 

Minimum height of back-stop, four (4) inches above tread. 

Height from top of rail to top of tread, not more than twelve (12) nor less than 
nine (9) inches. 

Location: Ends or sides. . 

Tf on ends, they shall extend not less than eighteen (18) inches outside of gauge 


of straight track, and shall be not more than twelve (12) inches shorter than buffer- — 


beam at each end. n 

Manner of application: End footboards may be constructed in two (2) sections, 
provided that practically all space on each side of coupler is filled, and inner ends are 
protected with guard of same height as back-stop, each section shall be not less than 
three (8) feet in length. 


Footboards shall be securely bolted to two (2) one (1) by four (4) inches metal — 


brackets, provided footboard is not cut or notched at any point. 
Tf footboard is cut or notched or in two (2) sections, not less than four (4) one 
(1) by three (8) inches metal brackets shall be used, two (2) located on each side of 


coupler. Each bracket shall be securely bolted to buffer-beam, end-sill or tank-frame — 


by not less than two (2) seven-eighths ($) inch bolts. 

If side footboards are used, a substantial handhold or rail shall be applied not 
less than thirty (80) inches nor more than sixty (60) inches above tread of footboard. 

Sill-steps—Number: Two (2) or more. 

Dimensions: Lower tread of step shall be not less than eight (8) by twelve (12) 
inches metal. [May have wooden treads.| If stirrup-steps are used, clear length of 
tread shall be not less than ten (10), preferably twelve (12), inches. 

Sour oe One (1) or more on each side at gangway secured to locomotive or 
tender. 

Manner of application: Sill-steps shall be securely fastened with bolts or rivets. 

End-handholds—Number: Two (2). 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter, one (1) inch, wrought iron or steel. Minimum 
clearance, four (4) inches, except at coupler casting or braces, when minimum clear- 
ance shall be two (2) inches. 
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Location: One (1) on pilot buffer-beam; one on rear end of tender, extending 
across front end of locomotive and rear end of tender. Ends of handholds shall be not 
more than six (6) inches from ends of buffer-beam or end-sill, securely fastened at 
ends. If the coupling leavers meet all specified requirements for end handholds, it is 
a handhold. 

Manner of application: End-handholds shall be securely fastened with bolts or 
rivets. 

Side-handholds—Number: Four (4). 

Dimensions: Minimum diameter, seven-eighths (%) of an inch, wrought iron or 
steel. Clear length equal to approximate height of tank. Minimum clearance, two 
(2), preferably two and one-half (23) inches. 

Location: Vertical. One (1) on each side of tender near front corner; one (1) 
on each side of locomotive at gangway. 

Manner of application: Side-handholds shall be securely fastened with bolts or 
rivets. 

Uncoupling-levers—Number: Two (2) double levers, operative from either side. 

Dimensions: Handles of front-end levers shall be not more than twelve C12): 
preferably nine (9) inches from ends of buffer-beam, and shall be so constructed as to 
give a minimum clearance of two (2) inches around handle. MRear-end levers shall 
extend across end of tender with handles not more than twelve (12), preferably nine 
(9) inches from side of tender, with a guard bent on handle to give not less than 
two (2) inches clearance around handle. 

Location: One (1) on rear end of tender and one (1) on front end of locomotive. 

Handrails and steps for headlights—Switching-locomotives with sloping tenders 
with manhole or headlight located on sloping portion of tender shall be equipped with 
secure steps and handrail or with platform and handrail leading to such manhole or 
headlight. 

End-ladder clearance.—No part of locomotive or tender except draft-rigging, 
coupler and attachments, safety-chains, buffer-block, foot-board, brake-pipe, signal- 
pipe, steam-heat pipe or arms of uncoupling-lever shall extend to within fourteen (14) 
inches of a vertical plane passing through the inside face of knuckle when closed with 
horn of coupler against buffer-block or end end-sill. 

Couplers——Locomotives shall be equipped with automatic couplers at rear of ten- 
der and front of locomotive. 


SPECIFICATION COMMON TO ALL STEAM LOCOMOTIVES. 


Hand-brakes——Hand-brakes will not be required on locomotives nor on tenders 
when attached to locomotives. If tenders are detached from locomotives and used in 
special service, they shall be equipped with efficient hand-brakes. 

Running-boards.—Number: Two (2). 

Dimensions: Not less than ten (10) inches wide. If of wood, not less than one 
and one-half (14) inches in thickness; if of metal, not less than three-sixteenths (+s) 
of an inch, properly supported. 

Location: One (1) on each side of boiler extending from cab to front end near 
pilot-beam. [Running-boards may be i sections. Flat-top steam-chests may fornt 
section of running-board. | ; 

Manner of application: Running-boards shall be securely fastened with bolts, 
rivets or studs. Locomotives having Wootten type boilers with cab located on top of 
boiler more than twelve (12) inches forward from boiler-head shall have suitable 
running-boards running from cab to rear of locomotive, with handrailings not less 
than twenty (20) nor more than forty-eight (48) inches above outside edge of running- 
boards, securely fastened with bolts, rivets or studs. 

Handrails—Number: Two (2) or more. 

Dimensions: Not less than one (1) inch in diameter, wrought iron or steel. 
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Location: One on each side of boiler extending from near cab to near front end 
of boiler, and extending across front end of boiler, not less than twenty-four (24) nor 
more than sixty-six (66) inches above running-board. 

Manner of application: Handrails shall be securely fastened to boiler. 

Tender of Vanderbilt type—Tenders known as the Vanderbilt type shall be 
equipped with running-boards; one (1) on each side of tender nor less than ten (10) 
‘nches in width and one on top of tender not less than forty-eight. (48) inches in width 
extending from coal space to rear of tender. There shall be a handrail on each side 
of top running-board, extending from coal space to rear of tank, not less than one (1) 
inch in diameter and not less than twenty (20) inches in height above running-board 
from coal space to manhole. 

There shall be a handrail extending from coal space to within twelve (12) 
inches of rear of tank, attached to each side of tank above side running-board, not 
less than (30) nor more than sixty-six (66) inches above running-board. 

There shall be one (1) vertical end handhold on each side of Vanderbilt type of 
tender, located within eight (8) inches of rear of tank extending from within eight 
(8) inches of top of end-sill to within eight (8) inches of side handrail. Post support- 
ing rear end of side running-board if not more than two (2) inches in diameter and 
properly located, may form section of handhold. 

An additional horizontal end handhold shall be applied on rear end of all Vander- 
bilt type of tenders which are not equipped with vestibules. Handhold to be located 
not less than thirty (30) nor more than sixty-six (66) inches above top of end-sill. 
Clear length of handhold to be not less than forty-eight (48) inches. 

Ladders shall be applied at forward ends of side running-boards. 

Handrails and steps for headlights——Locomotives having headlights which can 
not be safely and conveniently reached from pilot-beam or steam-chests shall be 
equipped with secure handrails and steps suitable for the use of men in getting to 
and from such headlights. 

A suitable metal end or side-ladder shall be applied to all tanks more than forty- 
eight (48) inches in height, measured from the top of end-sill, and securely fastened 
with bolts or rivets. ; 

Couplers——Locomotives shall be equipped with automatic couplers at rear of 
tender and front of locomotive. ; 

Cars of construction not covered specifically in the foregoing sections, relative 
to handholds, sill-steps, ladders, hand-brakes and running-boards may be considered as 
of special construction, but shall have, as nearly as possible, the same complement 
of handholds, sill-steps, ladders, hand-brakes and running-boards as are required for 
ears of the nearest approximate type. 

“Ricut” or “ Lert” refers to side of person when facing end or side of car from 
ground. 

To provide for the usual inaccuracies of manufacturing and for wear, where 
sizes of metal are specified, a total variation of five (5) per cent below size given is 
permitted. 
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GENERAL ORDER No. 103. 
File 1750-17. Pa. 3. 
Wepnespay, the 9th day of April, A.D. 1913 
In the Matter of the Order of the Board No. 17211, dated July 24, 1912, approving the 
regulations governing the testing of hearing and eyesight of railway employees 
required to take such tests. 


; Upon the report and recommendation of the chief operating officer of the 
oard— 
It is Ordered that the said order No. 17211, dated July 24, 1912, be amended as 
follows : 
1. By substituting the word “visual” for the word “visional” in the fifth line of 
the operative part of the order, on page 1. ; 
9. By adding the word “an” after the word “under,” and striking out the words 
“a qualified” before the word “oculist,” and adding the words “or optometrist” after 
the word “ oculist” on page two, in the second and third lines of section one. 
3. By striking out the word “expert” before the word “oculist,” and adding the 
_ words “or optometrist” after the word “oculist,” in the fourth line of subsection (6) 
of section 5, on page 2. 
4, By adding the words “or optometrist” after the word “oculist” in the sixth line 
of said subsection (0). 
5. By striking out the words “or experts” and substituting the words “or opto- 
metrists ” in subsection (e) of said section 5, on page 3. 
6. By adding the words “or optometrist” after the word “oculist” in section 18. 
%, By adding the word “an” after the word “by,” and striking out the words 
“9 qualified ” before the word “ oculist,” and adding the words “ or optometrist,” after 
the word “oculist,” in the second line of section 15. 
8. By adding the word “not” after the word “will” in the seventh line of section 
22, on page 5. 
9. By adding the words “or optometrist” after the word “oculist” in the second 
line of section 25. 
10. By striking out the words “Hostlers who-run on main track” under the heading 
“Indoor Tests,” in class A, on page 7. 
11. By striking out the words “Hostlers who do not run on main track” in class 
‘B, on said page 7. 
12. By rearranging the words in class A under the heading “Field Tests,” on page 
8, to read as follows: 
“By day, sunlight ............. .. .. 200, 400, and 2,600 feet. 
Or by day, if cloudy with clear atmosphere 200, 400, and 2,000 feet. 
Bye ey ee oy oe ee se 00 400, and -2,000 feet.” 


D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Asst. Chief Commissioner.. 


GENERAL ORDER NO. 104. 
File 4214Case 1503. 
Wepnespay, the 30th day of April, A.D. 1918. 
‘In the matter of the rates charged by Express Companies within the Legislative 
authority of the Parliament of Canada, operating in Canada. 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon it by sections 28 and 348 of the Rail- 
way Act, and of all other powers possessed by the board in that behalf— 


It is ordered: Raat ee 
1. That the express companies under the jurisdiction of the board be, and they 


are hereby, required to submit new standard tariffs of maximum mileage rates to be 
20c—304 
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charged for express freight classified as “merchandise” between points west of and 


including Sudbury, Ont-, making a reduction of approximately 20 per cent from the 
maximum mileage rates in excess of fifty cents per 100 pounds now being charged; 
the said reduced maximum rates to carry with them the appropriate tolls of the “ grad- 
uate” table, scales “K” and “N”; and the special tariff for single shipments of 500 
pounds or over. 

2. That the said maximum rates, so reduced, for the mileage group from 900 to 
1,000 miles, do not exceed four dollars ($4) per 100 pounds in the section between 
Sudbury, Ont., Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., and Crowsnest, Canmore, and Thornton, 
Alta., and four dollars and seventy-five cents ($4.75) per 100 pounds in the section 
west thereof, in place of $5 and $6, respectively, as now charged. 

3. That the said reduced standard tariffs of maximum mileage rates be published 
and filed so as to become effective on or before the 15th day of July, 1913. 


Hai. DRAYTON: 
Chief Commissioner. 


Case 1503.—File No. 4214. 


Chief Commissioner Drayton: 

Last autumn, under the provisions of the Railway Act authorizing the board of 
its own motion to enquire into, hear, and determine any matter which under the Act 
it might enquire into, hear and determine upon application or complaint, I took up the 
question of express rates with the Traffic Department of the board. After a somewhat 
lengthy scrutiny it became apparent that data to which no exception could be taken 
indicated at least a “prima facie” case for a reduction of charges, and that question has 
been taken up with the Canadian Express Company, the Dominion Express Company, 
and the Canadian Northern Express Company, these Companies doing practically the 
express business of the country. 

The companies have, from time to time, made their representations, and have been 
given every opportunilty to show cause why reduction should not be made, and a general 
review having been made of the express situation, the question is pow ripe for action 
by the board. . 

So far as the Canadian Express Company is concerned, which company carries on 
the bulk—in fact practically all—of its transactions in the east, its president states 
that, owing to reductions in rates made by the board, either directly or indirectly, e.g:, 
the compelling of greater service as a consequence of the extension of free collection 
delivery zones at many points, anid increased expenses, net earnings are too low, and 
that if expenses go on increasing, the continued financial success of the company 
is more or less doubtful. While it is true that expenses have materially increased and 
the ratio of earnings been considerably reduced, I look upon its condition as satis- 
factory, and think that a sufficient return is netted on its enterprise. 

In view of the fact that this company’s operations are practically confined to the 
east, it is of interest to follow up the result of the board’s judgmen't with the increased 
service and expenses the company complains of. 

I propose to accept unreservedly the findings of the board in the previous investi- 
gation, which have been checked from every conceivable standpoint, and were the 
result of a very complete and thorough Investigation extending over a period of some 
three years. 

These findings, so far as the Canadian Express Company is concerned, show that, 
for a period of seven years, that is, from 1902 to 1908, the company’s gross revenue 
showed an average of $1,665,024, and that the average net earnings during the 
same period amounted to $218,262, or 13.1 per cent om the gross revenue, which 
amounted in all to $11,655,971.00. During this period the revenue imereased from 
$1,314,400 im 1902, to $1,909,024 in 1908. 

The company’s revenue, as shown by its last returns for the year ended June 30, 
1912, amounted to $3,065,424.80. It returns as its balance for the year’s operations, 
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$188,970.11, which is paid over to the Grand Trunk Railway Company, its owner, and 
which represents a net profit. Had no reduction been made, and if ‘the company’s 
rates, expenses, ‘amd practices had been as they were in 1908, the company’s balance, 
instead of this sum, would have amounted to $401,570.64, showing that upon the 
increased business the result has been a decrease in net profit from the former 
standard of $212,600.53. 

As the board, by its judgment in the General Inquiry, accepted as reasonable, sub- 
- ject to exceptions hereafter to be noted, the existing predominating scale of charges in 
use in Eastern Canada, I was unable to understand the great falling off of profits 
shown by the company’s statement of 1912, and requisitioned, for the purpose of 
ascertaining the necessary details of the business to check the statement, the last com- 
pleted monthly analysis made by the company’s general auditor. From it, it appears 
that the company’s lessened profits are 'the result of increased expenses to a far greater 
extent than to reduced rates. I find, for example, that, for the period from January 
1, 1912, to November 30, 1912, compared with the like period for the year 1911, the 
cost of superintendents and route agents increased from $36,466.00 to $48,683.83, or 
19.8 per cent. 

Offices maintained by salary increased from $220,227.81 to $282,378.80, an increase 
of 28.2 per cent. - 

The wages of wagon divers and helpers increased from $109,048.08 to $140,008.90, 
an increase of 28.4 per cent. 

Office supplies and expenses increased from $22,343.68 to $39,285.48, an increase 
of 75.8 per cent. 

Rent of local offices increased from $30,811.16 to $36,007.98, an increase of 16.8 
per cent. . 

The wages of stable employees increased from $8,191.50: to $11,736.88, an increase 
of 43.2 per cent. 

Stable expenses increased from $69,677.38 ‘to $98,417.94, an imcrease of 41.9 per 
cent. 

Messengers and supplies increased from $113,776.83 to $143,183.38, an increase 
of 25.8 per cent. 

Transfer point salaries were increased from $24,424.20 to $29,274.18, an increase 
of 19.8 per cent. 

Stationery and printing expenses increased from $24,470.02 to $35,731.60, an 
increase of 46 per cent. 

Money paid for loss and damage increased from $26,086.43 to $40.038.73, an 
increase of 53.5 per cent. 

‘Coming to the executive and heald office; No increase has been made ‘in the salaries 
of the general officers, an economy having been made here in the small sum of $277.76. 

The wages of the clerks, however, have been increased by $9,859.88; today’s clerical 
wage being $43,562.48, as ‘against $33,703.05 in 1911. 

During the same period of time there was, of course, an increase in the total 
receipts, the gross receipts rising from $2,582,208.97 to $2,999,439.10, an increase of 
16.1 per cent. . : 

No increased proportion was paid to the railway company for express privileges, 
another manner in which the account could have been unduly influenced; but, as a 
matter of fact, the percen'tage of increase is somewhat lower, the payment of 
$1,271,072-41 rising to $1,415,638-60, an increase of 11-3 per cent, a smaller percentage 
than the gain in gross receipts. The result is to give a different percentage in 
growth on the total operating revenue, which was for this eleventh month period in 
1911, $1,311,136-56, and in 1912, $1,583,800-50, an increase of 20-7 per cent, : 

The total expenses chargeable to operating revenue for the eleven month period 
amounted to $1,080,810-46 in 1911, and $1,868,223-36 in 1912, an increase on the 
whole of 26-6 per cent. 
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The result of it all is to show that the company’s net profit is further decreasing ; 
the increased expenses amounting to $287,412-90, as against an increase in operating 
revenue of $272,663.94, to which must be added $1,607.30 for increase in taxation. 

Some particular items of increase in the account do not have any particular 
significance, and may be, and probably are, peculiar to the year; but in the summation 
of the whole, it is significant that, with an addition of $272,663-94 of new business 
there is a net decrease in profits of $16,356.26. 

The details of the company’s business, therefore, seem entirely to corroborate its 
official return. 

So far as the reduction in rates are concerned, while no general reduction has 
taken place in Eastern Canada, some were brought about in particular cases by orders 
which I find have been made by the board in addition to the carrying into effect of its 
general judgment. The Express Freight Classification was revised, and its rules and 
regulations were greatly simplified in the interests of the shipper. The table of so- 
called “graduated” charges for shipments of less than 100 pounds was extended so as 
to provide specific charges for such shipments under certain head-line rates of the 
general merchandise tariff previously omitted, and for the omitted 6, 8, and 9-pound 
shipments; the former custom being to charge under the next higher rate, or for the 
next greater weight. For example: Merchandise rates of 5-25, $5-50 and 
$5.75 per 100 pounds were added, so that all small shipments so entitled have now 
their appropriate charges under these rates, instead of under $6 as formerly. 

The board also prescribed a new form of shipping receipt which extended the 
liability of the companies by eliminating the qualification of “owner’s risk” which was 
contained in the former classification. This change probably accounts, in some 
measure at least, for the increase of 53-5 per cent in sums paid by the Canadian express 
Company to shippers for loss and damage in transit, and in like measure is an index of 
the advantage to the shipper of the elimination from the Classification of the pro- 
visions limiting the companies’ liability in respect of loss and damage claims. 

The board also, on the 21st day of August, 1911, reduced the cream rates in 
eastern Canada. 

On the 10th day of January, 1912, the winter rates to Prince Edward Island from 
points in Ontario, Quebec, New Brunswick and Nova Scotia were reduced, the 
reductions ranging from 25 to 50 cents per 100 pounds. 


The board, on the 8th day of November, 1911, ordered the application of a single 
“oraduate’ charge on traffic moving over the lines of two or more express companies, 
the effect of the order being to give a considerable reduction to the shipper. For 
example: a package of 20 pounds, over two express lines, is now charged from New 
Glasgow to Mattawa, $1.80 instead of $1.60; from Grand Mere to Port Dover, 90 
cents instead of $1-05. 


The board also, on the 2nd day of March, 1912, made a material reduction in the 
rates on daily newspapers. 


On the other hand, certain increases resulted from the board’s judgment. For 
example: the carriage of empties of a certain character free by the express companies, 
while others were charged varying rates, amounted to discrimination. The charges 
are now uniform for all empties and by weight; they are lower than some of the rates 
which, for certain classes of empties, had formerly been charged; but, of course, con- 
stitute an increase in so far as that class of empties is concerned that were formerly 
carried free. The companies, however, which formerly were at no responsibility for 
empties, became liable for them as in the case of any other shipment. 

A further advance was caused by the establishment of the so-called measurement 
rule for the purpose of insuring to the companies a reasonable revenue on light and 
bulky goods, forwarded generally by millinery shippers, after a full discussion in 
which the millinery shippers were represented. 1 
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Another advance resulted from the elimination of schedule “KE” of the classifica- 
tion, which provided rates on large and continuous shipments by manufacturers, and 
which was considered by the board to constitute a discrimination against the small 
shippers. 

In addition to these orders, the board has, from time to time, enlarged the free col- 
lection and delivery limits at different points, which necessarily results in additional 
equipment and expense to the companies. 

The result of it all, in my view, is that, while there has been no general reduction 
in Eastern Canada, reductions have been made through a more generous classification 
and “graduate” scale, increased carrying liability on the express companies, the specific 
reductions noted, and extension of free collection and delivery limits, which by 
increasing the service is equivalent to a reduction in the rate. The effect of these 
changed conditions could not be estimated in any manner, and can be approximately 
reflected only by the subsequent results obtained by the companies. In my opinion, 
however, such reductions are perhaps not sufficient to have been appreciated by the 
average shipper using the express facility. 

My difficulty in making any order directing a reduction to-day is entirely owing to 
changed conditions resulting, as pointed out, from a somewhat extended and bettered 
service, but much more largely owing to the increased cost of carrying on the business; 
and also to the statement made by the Honourable the Postmaster General of his 
intention to institute a parcels post system in Canada, to which a more extended 
reference is hereafter made. 


The net result to the Canadian Express Company, that I take as a fair illustra- 
tion of express conditions in Eastern Canada, shows that’ from a net return on the 
gross revenue of 13-1 per cent, as ascertained by the board in its former investigation, 
the net return on a much larger turn-over to-day has dropped to 6-09 per cent. I do 
not say that this much smaller figure is to be looked upon or adopted by the board as 
only a reasonable compensation, but I hesitate to make any drastic order applying to 
Eastern Canada in the face of this increasing ratio of expense, and the proposed 
introduction of the parcels post. 

The full effect of the board’s orders cannot yet be properly estimated by the actual 
results, and the matter of rates in Eastern Canada generally, I think, should stand 
until the board has had the opportunity of seeing exactly the effect upon the express 
business. Overcharges from time to time take place, and specific complaints based on 
different grounds will undoubtedly arise that may require an immediate action. These 
ean be dealt with as occasion requires, a course contemplated in the former Judgment 
being as follows: ; 

“Certain rates are asked for upon various commodities from different . 
points, but these are not dealt with, as it is considered that the better course 
to pursue is to await the general revision and realignment that must follow 
these findings, when, if a more satisfactory situation is not brought about, 
complaints that have not been dealt with categorically, or solved in the general 
result, will be further considered.” 

A very different aspect is presented by the express business in the west. 

The Canadian Northern Express Company carries on its business almost entirely 
in the prairie provinces, the figures supplied by Mr. Hanna of last year’s operations 
showing that, out of gross earnings of $778,642.28, only $93,466.42 is represented by 
business east of Port Arthur. 

In 1908, Mr. Justice Mabee found that, during the seven year period, the net 
earnings of the company were 25-5 per cent on gross revenue. It is to be observed, 
however, that on the business of the Company of 1908, which forms part of the seven- 
year period, while the gross receipts amounted in that year to $336,708, the net 
earnings were returned as $57,432, which would amount only to 17-057 per cent, 
showing for that year, at least, a reduction of some 8} per cent. 
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The company’s return to the Government for the year ending June 30, 1912, 
shows that, on the business above stated, namely, $778,642.28, a balance is carried 
forward as profits of $192,676.99, a return to the company on its operations at the 
rate of 24-745 per cent. It is true that Mr. Hanna disputes the accuracy of these 
figures in that the railway company made no charges for offices, station and plat- 
form space, ete., which it should have made. As a matter of fact, that is the case, 
but the company’s custom seems to have been exactly the same when its returns were 
under the board’s scrutiny upon the last investigation. 

It is to be noted that the board in its previous judgment in the ease of the 
Dominion Express Company, found that, during the seven-year period under review, 
5-6 per cent of the gross revenue was charged for station accommodation. As a matter 
of book-keeping it would be fair to make some such allowance. I do not think, 
however, that it is necessary to go into the matter at length, and merely refer to it 
for the purpose of showing that, in this regard, the figures supplied by the Canadian 
Northern Express Company, are, as contended by it, not accurate. This practice was 
common during both periods, and, therefore, comparison can be properly made dis- 
regarding it altogether. 

While for the purpose of comparison a close adjustment of the account need not 
be made, the statement, if compiled on the usual basis of a charge of 50 per cent gross 
by the railway company, and as charged by the Intercolonial, would be as follows :— 


Grose receipts.) dc fe! oaks fe ek eee ee .. $778,642 28 
‘Express privileges... ../ ww ¥4.<4ian oer penal goes 389,321 14 
Operating: Revenue... ipo... os “any nee leery een $389,321 14 
Operating expensés, <> 7) (Nic to-se gs eet cee ei 276,411 O07 


$112,910 07 
PSO or chs eb bee Oe he Ray os ee ote hs gain ee 6,897 61 


$106,012 46 


The statement, even as amended, makes an extraordinarily good return on a 
business of $778,642.28, as compared with earnings of $188,970.11, on a business of 
$3,065,424.80, for the same period, of the Canadian Express Company. 

The Dominion Express Company also obtains more of its earnings in the West, 
although it does a considerably larger business in the East than the Canadian 
Northern Express Company. For the period under review in the last enquiry, it was 
shown that the company’s gross receipts amounted to $21,473,694, imcreasing from 
$1,529,195 in 1901, to $3,743,580 in 1908; and that during this period the net earnings 
amounted to 16-9 per cent on this revenue. The company’s gross revenue from all 
sources, including its financial branch and transatlantic traffic, for the year ended 
June 30, 1912, as returned to the department, shows $6,180,956, with a net revenue 
to the company of $642,888.94, available for property renewals, which are placed in 
the report at $80,000 dividends, and like charges. The result, in this instance, is to 
show a reduction in the percentage of profit, which, however, is still much greater 
than that obtained in the eastern territory by the Canadian Express Company. 

In my view, it is not necessary to pursue this question to a finality. The broad 
results, as outlined, are, I think, entirely sufficient. 

There has always been a difference in the scale of charges between the eastern 
part of Canada and the west. Mr. Justice Mabee’s judgment provides that the basis 
of the scale for eastern Canada shall not exceed $3, for the Prairie section $5, and 
for the Mountain section $6 per 100 pounds, for the 900-1,000 mile group. 

The companies claim that the cost of doing business in the West is greater, and 
the density of traffic less than in the East. ‘Che actual results of operation would seem 


to show that undue effect has been given to these considerations, and to demand a 
readjustment. 
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However, economic conditions presented by other aspects of the railway 
situation—in view of water competition and the like—may control the board’s action, 
it is obvious that such considerations can apply to an express service with but little 
force. The express service is entirely different from that of freight. The basis of 
rates, as well as the demands of the public, stand upon a different footing. Water 
competition certainly cannot be said to influence in any way, a service the essential 
of which is speed; nor is the express service influenced in nearly the same degree by 
the question of competitive points. In my view, the express rates charged by the 
different companies in the Prairie Provinces and British Columbia are unreasonable. 
While it was hoped that the directions contained in the board’s general judgment 
would naturally improve the situation, the result shows that no appreciable reduction 
seems to have been secured. Reductions that have been made, and they are many, as 
shown by the companies tariffs, are reductions which but little affect the manner in 
which the bulk of .the traffic is moving; or are, perhaps, compensated by additions 
which have been made to rates, presumably in the levelling process, in establishing 
a mileage basis of standard rates as provided by the judgment. 


I do not think that the former judgment of the board as to the minimum charge 
should be interfered with. A charge of 25 cents, with the duty of free collection, as 
well as free delivery, at a large number of points, should not, at the present time, be 
disturbed; but I am of the opinion that an approximately average reduction of twenty 
per cent should be made by the companies in the standard maximum tariffs for traffic 
classified as “merchandise,” to apply only to the Prairie Provinces and British Col- 
umbia, the appropriate charges of the “graduate” scale, as revised by the board, and 
those scales “N” and “K” (foodstuffs, ale, beer, mineral waters, etc.) to apply to 
the rates so reduced. 

Both Mr. Hanna of the Canadian Northern and Mr. Stout of the Dominion 
Express urged very strongly that the proposal of a twenty per cent reduction was 
entirely too radical, not called for by the returns and conditions of business, and 
unduly oppressive on their companies. In my view, no smaller reduction should be 
considered. The express business is a matter of railway operation in this country; and 
the capitalizations and bonded indebtedness of the different express companies have 
been created under such circumstances as to require no consideration in striking a rate. 
T can add nothing useful to what the late chief commissioner, under this head, said 
in his exhaustive judgment. The test of the rate is largely its reasonableness in 
view of the service supplied, and in directing the reduction now made by this judg- 
ment, the board, I think, would be but adopting a rate basis, at the present time, and 
in the light of the different aspects of revenue and operation now presented, certainly 
as reasonable from the standpoint of the carrier as from that of the shipper. 


Tt should be borne in mind that the effect of any reduction on gross receipts pro- 
duces very much greater results on net returns. For example; the receipts from all 
sources of the Dominion Express Oc., amounting to $6,180,956, and resulting in a net 
revenue of $642,888.94, shows that out of each dollar earned that company has to spend 
89.6 cents, leaving a profit of 10.4 cents resulting from each dollar’s worth of business 
done. With expenses at such a large ratio it is plain that any reduction that could 
be made must appear small to the occasional shipper of the smaller parcels. 

It is impossible to determine with exactness the effect that the reduction will make 
on the earnings of the express companies, the reduction varying with the weight of the 
different parcels sent day by day, and the distances that they are carried. The task of 
checking the business for the whole year, parcel by parcel, is almost impossible. Fig- 
ures, however, have been taken out showing the actual transaction for one day (Sep- 
tember 18), which were thought to be characteristic of the general run of business, 
or unaccompanied, perhaps by any special movement or circumstances. 

The results show that the Doininion Express Company received on shipments 
from points between Sudbury, Canmore, and Crow’s Nest to points in the same section 
(the Prairie section), $4,337.43, on shipments from points between Canmore, Crow’s 
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Nest, and Vancouver to points in the same section (the Mountain section), $844.90, 
_ on shipments from points in the Prairie section to points in the Mountain section 
$600.61, and on shipments from points in the Mountain section to points in the 
Prairie section, $154.12, making a total for the day of $5,937.06. Taking 312 
working days as constituting the business year, the business in the territory in 
which the reduction is now ordered would, on this basis, amount to $1,852,362.72, a 
direct reduction of twenty per cent on the charges based on this gross sum would 
amount to $370.473. Applying a reduction of 20 per cent on the standard maximum 
tariffs for traffic classified as “merchandise,” and the tolls of the “graduate” table and 
seales “ N” and “ K” appropriate to the “ merchandise” rates so reduced, and worked 
out on each shipment of the particular day whose business was analysed, the decrease 
effected amounts to $227,317. These figures are merely illustrative and will vary in 
proportion with the ratio that the business of September 18, is above or below the 
general average, and whether shipments of that day were of an average character and 
profit. The company, however, cannot object to their use, that day, in the opinion of 
its president, being unaccompanied with any special movement or circumstance, and 
the figures were, in the first instance, prepared by the company’s officials and then 
checked by Mr. Hardwell, the board’s chief traffic expert. 

Subject to these qualifications, the result on the business for the year 1912 is that 
the balance of the company’s earnings from all sources in Eastern Canada, as well as 
in the west, amounting to $642,888.94, would be reduced to $415,571.94, a reduction 
of 35.36 per cent. If applied to the profits resulting from the western business alone, 
the percentage of reduction in profits would be much larger. It is, also, but fair to say 
that the figures do not include reductions that will follow as a result of this judgment 
on through shipments from points in Eastern Canada to points in Western Canada, 
and vice-versa, reductions in which the east is interested as well as the west. 

The operation of the parcels post will have a direct effect on the earnings of 
express companies over the whole country. That post will probably handle parcels of 
eleven pounds weight and under. A comparatively large part of the merchandise 
traffic of the express companies consists of parcels of such a character. I have not a 
return showing the complete business of any of the companies giving the traffic in 
such parcels, none of them keeping such data. Taking, however, September 18 as an 
example, the receipts of the Dominion Express Company for the carriage of parcels of 
eleven pounds or under amounted to $1,564.18, out of a total of $5,937.06 on business 
originating in and consigned to points in Western Canada, or for the year, $488,024.16 
out of $1,852,362.72. 

The figures given by counsel for the express companies in the re-hearing of the 
Express Companies Rates Case before the Interstate Commerce Commission may be 
referred to as more or less accurately showing the effect of the parcels post system on 
express companies. Figures were given showing the business of five of the large Amer- 
ican companies for January and February, 1912, contrasting the business of those 
months with the corresponding months of 1913 when the parcels post system was in 
operation. These figures show a percentage of decrease in the revenue the companies 
derived from parcels of 11 pounds weight and under of 16-56 per cent for January, 
and 25-37 per cent for February. The companies apparently claim that the parcels 
post business is increasing, and that its increases, as shown by the February returns, 
more nearly approaches what the total loss to the express companies will be. 

If I assume for the moment the correctness of these figures as applied in 
their proper ratios to the Canadian business the result of the adoption of the parcels 
post will entail a reduction over the whole country of something like 44 per cent on 
the total merchandise earnings of the express companies. 

It is impossible, at the present time, to estimate the effect of parcels post in Can- 
ada. The difference of conditions in Canada may produce either greater or less losses 
to the business of the express companies. Reference is made to them merely to show 
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the impossibility of now making any close analysis for future rates with a new factor, 
the result of which is unknown. The figures of the American companies, however, 


seem to justify the express companies in their fear that the adoption of the system in 


Canada will work a serious loss to them. Until this unknown quantity is ascertained, 
the results of the express companies’ business and figures before me would not justify 
any further reduction than that now ordered. 

In order to work out the base rate reduction of 20 per cent to a finality some 
thirty-five or more new columns of rates would have to be added to the “ graduate” 
scale. This would make the scale inconvenient for the rapid reference more or less 
inseparable from the express business, and would lend itself to inaccuracies. The exact 
result on the companies’ revenues would, also, be difficult to determine. On the other 
hand, the system of charging for small parcels under the next higher per 100 pounds 
“merchandise” rate, when the “graduate” scale does not provide the appropriate 
charge, has its objections. I had hoped to prescribe complete new schedules, which, 
while making a fair allowance for the constant cost of handling ail shipments, no 
matter what their weight, would more fairly distribute the cost as between small and 
large shipments, but this I find at present difficult to do. Tariff-making is, after all, 
the business of the companies, and they have the further advantage of that intimate 
knowledge of their own conditions which regulating commissions lack, The com- 
panies are, therefore, required to submit new tariffs making a reduction of 20 per cent 
in the Prairie and Mountain sections from the present standard maximum tariff 
on freight classified as “ merchandise,” carrying with it the appropriate reduction in 
the “ graduate” table scales “K” and “N,” and the special scale for single shipments 
of 500 pounds or over. I am advised by the board’s traffic expert that the preparation 
of the new tariffs will take some time, and the express companies must proceed without 
delay, so as to insure the publication and filing of the new tariffs so that they will 
come into force:on or before the 15th day of July next. This allows a reasonable time 
for this work in Mr. Hardwell’s opinion. 

The board’s order will further provide that the basis of the standard maximum 
mileage “merchandise” tariffs shall not exceed $4 per 100 pounds in place of $5 for 
the Prairie section, and $4.75 per 100 pounds in place of $6 for the Mountain section, 
for 900-1,000 mile group. 

The Assistant Chief Commissioner and Commissioners Mills, McLean and 
Goodeve concurred. 


April 22, 1918. 
GENERAL ORDER No. 105. 


In the matter of the general order of the board No. 100, dated the 16th January, 1913, 
approving regulations for the transportation of explosives by railway companies 
operating in Canada and subject to the jurisdiction of the board; and the appli- 
cation on behalf of the railway companies to amend the regulations to provide, 
under certain conditions, for the carriage of explosives in mixed trains. File 
1717: Part:3: 


Upon the reading of what is alleged in support of the application, the replies of 
Colonel D. W. Dunn, Chief Inspector of the Bureau for the Safe Transportation of 
Explosives and Other dangerous Articles, and the report of the Chief Traffic and the 
Chief Operating Officers of the Board— 

It is ordered that paragraph 1666 (1), and the unnumbered paragraph between 
paragraphs 1683 and 1684, pages 23 and 27, respectively, of the said Regulations, be, 
and they are hereby, amended to provide that railway companies subject to the juris- 
diction of the board, but only on such lines, or portions of lines, on which solid 
freight trains are not operated, be permitted to carry explosives, the carriage of which 
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‘3 not forbidden by the said general order No. 100, and in accordance with the regula- 
tions therein contained, in quantities not exceeding five hundred (500) pounds in any 
mixed train; the said explosives to be contained in but one car, and the said car to 


be so placed in the train that not less than five (5) freight cars are between it and the 
passenger coach, or coaches. 
(Signed) D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


FIRE GUARD REQUIREMENTS. 


Monpay, the 11th day of May, 1914. 


The Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 
The Canadian Northern Railway Company. 
The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company. 
The Great Northern Railway Company. 


Subsection 4 of section 298 of the Railway Act provides that “The board may 
order, upon such terms and conditions as it deems expedient, that fireguards be 
established and maintained by the company along the route of its railway and upon 
any lands of His Majesty or of any person, lying along such route, and, subject to 
the terms and conditions of any such order, the company may at all times enter into 
and upon such lands for the purpose of establishing and maintaining such fireguards 
thereon, and freeing, from dead or dry grass, weeds and other unnecessary inflam- 
mable matter, the land between such fire guards and the line of railway.” 

Regulation 8 of general order No. 107 provides that “ Every such railway com- 
pany shall establish and maintain fireguards along the route of its railway as the 
chief fire inspector may prescribe.” 

You are accordingly required to establish and maintain fireguards on both sides 
of the right of way, along the route of your railway, in the provinces of Alberta, 
Saskatchewan and Manitoba, as follows :— 


(A) GRAIN STUBBLE LANDS. 


1. Section 297 of the Railway Act requires that “The company shall at all 
times maintain and keep its right of way free from dead or dry grass, weeds and 
other unnecessary combustible matter.” As to portions of lines where the right of 
way adjoins lands devoted to grain crops, this requirement is hereby extended to 
include the strip between the right of way and the edge of cultivation, provided that 
this requirement shall not apply more than 10 feet outside the right of way on 
private land. 

2. It is generally agreed that if the right of way and adjacent narrow 
uncultivated strip are freed from combustible material, in accordance with the above 
requirements, the greatest source of fire danger in cultivated sections will have been 
removed, and that, while in some sections and under some conditions the ploughing 
of fireguards through grain stubble lands will still be necessary, in other sections and 
under other conditions such action is not essential to a reasonable degree of safety. 
It is also agreed that in general the best judge of the necessity for ploughing fire- 
guards through grain stubble lands is the owner or occupant of the land himself and 
that where such action is necessary some degree of co-operation on the part of the 
land owner or occupant may reasonably be expected. 

38. You are accordingly required to provide for the ploughing of fireguards through 
grain stubble lands adjacent to your lines in the provinces of Alberta, Saskatchewan, 
and Manitoba, wherever such action is necessary in the judgment of the owner or 
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occupant of such land, and where such owner or occupant, after notice by the railway 
company as hereinafter prescribed, shall take the initiative and plough immediately 
following the cutting of the grain, such fireguard, 4 feet in width at a distance of 
approximately 100 feet from the main track for a remuneration of $1.75 per lineal 
mile of 4 foot ploughed fireguard, such amount to be paid by the company within 
forty days after the submission by the land owner or occupant-of written statement 
of account to the railway company, it being understood that the minimum amount 
to be paid in any case shall be one dollar. 

4. The railway company shall notify land owners and occupants as to the above 
requirement, by posting printed notices at all stations and all public road crossings 
through cultivated sections within the provinces of Alberta, Saskatchewan, and 
Manitoba. Notices at stations shall be posted in a conspicuous place, readily access- 
ible to the general public. Two copies of such notice shall be posted on the railway 
crossing sign pole in a substantial manner at each public road crossing these notices 
to be on the opposite sides of pole, one copy facing the railway track. Such notices 
shall be posted not later than July 15, 1914. 

5. In notices to land owners and occupants, railway companies may insert a clause 
stating that the above arrangement relative to the construction of and payment for the 
fireguarding of grain stubble lands will remain in effect during 1914 and successive 
years, until changed by public notices to be posted in a' manner similar to that above 
prescribed. In other words, the above arrangement will remain in effect without further 
notice, unless and until said arrangement shall be changed by public notice under 
instructions issued by the chief fire inspector of the board. 

6. Notices under the above requirements shall be issued over the signature of a 
responsible official of the railway company, and the form of such notices shall be subject 
to the approval of the chief fire inspector of the board. Provision shall be made in the 
notice that the ploughing of these fireguards shall be done in a workmanlike and 
efficient_manner, and that where such guards do not connect with similar fireguards 
on adjacent lands, the ends shall be turned in to the railway right of way. 

7. Your attention is called to the requirement of general order No. 107 that “No 
such railway company shall permit its employees, agents, or contractors to enter upon 
land under cultivation, to construct fireguards, without the consent of the owner or 
occupant of such lands,” and that “Wherever the owner or occupant of such land 
objects to the construction of fireguards, on the ground that the said construction would 
involve unreasonable loss or damage to property, the company shall at once refer the 
matter to the board, giving full particulars thereof, and shall in the meantime refrain 
from proceeding with the work.” Said order also provides that ‘““No agent, employee or 
contractor of any such railway company shall permit gates to be left open or to cut or 
leave fences down, whereby stock or crops may be injured, or do any other unecces- 
sary damage to property, in the construction of fireguards.” 

8. Where the owner or occupant of grain stubble land is unwilling to undertake 
the construction of fireguards in accordance with the above, the company will exercise 
its discretion as to whether it will make other arrangements for the ploughing of fire- 
guards or leave such lands unguarded. In case the owner or occupant will neither con- 
struct such fireguards under the above requirement, nor permit such work to be done 
by an agent of the company, the company may either drop the matter of fireguarding 
or make application to the board for authority to enter upon such lands for the purpose 
of fireguard construction, over the protest of such owner or occupant, . 

9. The construction of fireguards is not required where, on account of recent 
ploughing or the presence of a non-combustible crop, there is no danger of fire spread- 
ing and doing damage. Fireguards are not required in standing grain crops. . 

10. It is clearly understood that nothing contained in this letter, nor any action 
to be taken under it, shall be construed as in the slightest degree affecting the statutory 
responsibility of the company for the payment of damage claims on account of fires. 
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(B) Fencep Grazine Lanp. 


1. This classification shall include fenced, uncultivated lands, which are occupied 
by owner or tenant, or which are used for the purpose of grazing. Meadows and hay 
lands generally shall be construed as coming under this classification. 

2. On such lands fireguards shall be constructed or maintained in the form of a 
ploughed strip not less than 16 feet in width. Where such fireguards have been 
constructed in the past at a distance of from 150 to 250 feet from the track, they shall 
be maintained in the same location, in order to minimize the weed nuisance. Otherwise, 
construction shall be at a distance of approximately 200 feet from the main track, or as 
close a distance to 200 feet as the nature of the country will permit. 

3. All dead or dry grass and other unnecessary combustible matter shall be burned 
or otherwise removed from the right of way. Burning outside the right of way is not 
required under this classification. 

4. Wherever the owner or occupant of land under this classification objects to the 
construction or maintenance of fireguards as above prescribed, the company shall refrain 
from doing such work, but shall immediately report the matter to the Board, stating 
name and address of such owner or occupant, the description of the land by legal 
subdivision and railway mileage, and whether the company desires the permission of 
the board to enter on such land for the purpose of constructing or maintaining such 
firezuards notwithstanding such refusal by owner or occupant. 


(C) Open Prairie. 


1. This classification shall include unfenced, uncultivated lands, and fenced lands 
which are uncultivated, unoccupied by owner or tenant, and not used for purposes of 
grazing. 

2, On such lands, fireguards shall be constructed or maintained in the form of a 
ploughed strip not less than 16 feet in width. Where such fireguards have been con 
structed in the past at a distance of from 200 to 400 feet from the track, they shall b 
maintained in the same location, in order to minimize the weed nuisance. Otherwis 
construction shall be at a distance of approximately 200 feet from the main track, o 
as close a distance to 200 feet as the nature of the country will permit. 


3. All dead or dry grass and other unnecessary combustible matter shall b 
burned or otherwise removed, between the fireguard and the track. Where the plough 
ing of fireguards is impracticable on account of ground being too stony or rocky, o 
too hilly or broken to plough, the dead or dry grass and other unnecessary combustibl 
matter shall be burned off on a strip extending 200 feet from the track. 

4. Under the provisions of the Railway Act and of the board’s order, the consen 
of the owner of private land coming under this classification is not essential in co 
nection with either the ploughing of fireguards or the burning off of grass betwee 
the fireguard and the main track as above prescribed 


(D) Aspen or Popiar LANDs. 


1. In sections where fireguards are necessary and, on account of aspen or pop 
growth it is impracticable to plough, the fireguard may be constructed by cleari 
away the undergrowth and removing all combustible material on the ground, so as 
expose the mineral soil, for a width of 16 feet, at a distance of approximately 200 f 
from the track. Where the land is sufficiently open so that ploughing is practicabl 
fireguards shall be constructed as above prescribed for fenced grazing lands or 0 
prairie, according to the status of the particular tract in question. 
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2. It is understood that fireguarding of this class of land is generally unneces- 
sary, and that exemptions may properly be requested in such eases. Especial care 
must, however, be taken to construct fireguards where practicable along lines running 
through forest reserves. 

3. All dead or dry grass and other unnecessary combustible matter shall be burned 
or otherwise removed from the right of way. 


(E) Apprrionat Provisions. 


1. Where there are alternating bodies of grain stubble, fenced grazing, open 
prairie, or poplar lands, the ends of the fireguards above prescribed shall so far as pos- 
sible be so connected as to make an unbroken, continuous fireguard. 

2. Wherever, for any reason, it is not practicable to construct a continuous fire- 
guard as above specified, the ends of the constructed portions of the fireguard shall 
be turned in to the right of way, and special care shall be taken to connect such ends, 
either by ploughing a strip 8 feet wide along the outer edge of the right of way, or 
by burning or otherwise removing the combustible matter along such right of way, in 
such a manner, as to provide good and efficient protection against the spread of fire 
to lands which have been properly fireguarded. 

3. The construction of fireguards shall be completed, as above specified, not later 
than the 15th day of August, 1914, except as to grain stubble lands, where the require- 
ments as to time of construction, above specified under that heading, shall be 
observed. Between the date of construction and the 15th day of May, 1915, said 
fireguards shall be maintained in a good and efficient manner, and dead or dry grass 
and other unnecessary combustible matter shall be burned or otherwise disposed of, 
on lands or portions of lands between such fireguards and the track, in accordance 
with the above requirements. 

4, Where a fireguard has been ploughed within two years in accordance with the 
above specifications, the operation of disking and harrowing will be acceptable instead 
of reploughing, provided that all weeds and other inflammable material are disked 
and harrowed under the furrow, so as to make a good and efficient fireguard. Such 
disking and harrowing shall be completed before the weeds on the fireguard shall have 
gone to seed. Where more than one operation of disking and harrowing is necessary 
in order to keep down the weeds on a particular fireguard, such action shall be taken. 

5. The provisions of this order shall apply to the portions of the line under con- 
struction, in the three provinces named, the same as to portions under operation. In 
other words, fireguards shall be constructed at the time grading is done on each new 
portion of the line. However, in case of the laying of the track is to be delayed for a 
period of one year or more, temporary exemption from this requirement will be 
granted, upon a showing to that effect, to be made to the board by the company. 

6. The foregoing requirements shall apply to all lines of the company in the three 
provinces named, except where the company shall be specifically exempted from such 
requirements on the basis of a showing by the company that such construction and 
maintenance of fireguards is either unnecessary or impracticable. Such showing shall 
be made at the earliest practicable date but in any event not later than June 10, 1914, 
in the form of two blue print copies from right of way plan. Such plan shall indicate 
railway mileages and shall show in each case why fireguard construction is considered 
unnecessary or impracticable. Pending action by the chief fire inspector upon such 
request for exemption, the company shall proceed upon the basis of constructing or 
maintaining fireguards as above specified, except where such action is clearly imprac- 
ticable or unnecessary. 

7. The following reasons will be considered in connection with requests for fire- 
guard exemptions: ground too stony or rocky, or too hilly or broken to plough (exemp- 
tion here, as to open prairie, will apply to ploughing but not to burning, see paragraph 
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8 under heading open prairie); timber or serub; swamp, muskeg or sloughs (where 
permanently wet and too large to plough around); cities and villages (only where 
ploughing is impracticable) ; and the following where width and location are such as 
to constitute an efficient fireguard, thus making ploughing unnecessary: irrigation 
canals, ditches, rivers, lakes, creeks, graded roadways or other railway grades parallel 
to the company’s tracks. 

8. The company shall submit to the chief fire inspector for the board at Ottawa, 
in duplicate, not later than December 31, 1914, Annual Graphic Charts and an 
Annual Fireguard Statistical Report, in accordance with the accompanying forms.* 
Such charts shall indicate by mileages, subdivisions and provinces, the portions of 
the lines in the three provinces named, where fireguards shall have been constructed 
or maintained, and where and for what reason there shall not have been such con- 
struction or maintenance. All portions of the lines in the said provinces, including 
those under construction, shall be fully accounted for in the above respects. . 


Very truly yours, 


CLYDE LEAVITT, . 
Chief Fire Inspector. 
* Forms supplied only with original letters. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 106. 
File No. 16513, Part 4. 
Fruipay, the 27th day of June, A.D. 1918. 


In the matter of the Rules and Instructions for the Inspection and Testing of Loco- — 
motive Boilers and their Appurtenances; and the general order of the board 
No. 14415, dated July 14, 1911; and the application on behalf of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company for permission to have the 5-inch flues in place 
except when it is necessary to remove them to allow a man to obtain access to 
the lower portion of the boiler. 


Upon the reading of what has been submitted in support of the application; and — 
upon the report of the assistant chief operating officer of the board :— 
Tt is Ordered that the said order No. 14115, be, and it is hereby, amended by 
adding after clause 5 of the order, the following clause, namely :— 
3 ba. Boilers equipped with super-heated flues. On removal of the | 
ordinary flues and of as many of the super-heated flues as may be necessary 
for men to get inside of the boiler to scale and inspect same, if, it is found, — 
upon inspection by the mechanical officer in charge at each point where boiler 
work is done, that the condition of the super-heated flues does not warrant 
their removal they may be left in, if thoroughly sealed; the said mechanical © 
officer or inspector to be held strictly responsible as provided in clause 2 of 
the Order.” } 
(Signed) D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


Sete GENERAL ORDER No. 107. 
File No. 4741, Part 4. 
Fripay, the 4th day of July, A.D. 1913. 


In the matter of the order of the board No. 16570, dated May 22, 1912; and the appli-J 
cation by the Canadian Pacific, the Grand Trunk, the Canadian Northern, and 
the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Companies to amend said order. 

Xe pon the hearing of the application at the sittings of the board held in the city 
of Ottawa, July 3, 1913, the railway companies interested, the Commission of Con- 
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servation, and the Government of the province of British Columbia being represented 
by counsel at the hearing, and what was alleged; and upon the report and recom- 
- mendation of the chief operating officer and the chief fire inspector of the board— 
It is ordered as follows :— 
1. Order No. 16570, dated May 22, 1912, is hereby rescinded. 


2. Until further order, every railway subject to the legislative authority of the 
Parliament of Canada, under construction or being operated by steam, shall, unless 
exempted by a special order of the board, cause every locomotive engine used on the 
said railway, or portion of railway, being constructed or operated by it, to be fitted 
and kept fitted with netting mesh as hereinafter set forth, namely :— 

(a) On every engine equipped with an extension smoke box, the mesh shall not 

_be larger than 24 by 24 per inch of No. 10 Birmingham wire gauge, and shall be placed 
in the smoke box so as to extend completely over the aperture through which the smoke 
ascends, the openings of the said mesh not to exceed a quarter of an inch and one 
sixty-fourth (that is, seventeen sixty-fourths) of an inch to the square. 

(6) On every engine equipped with a diamond stack, the mesh shall not be more 
than 3 by 3 per inch of No. 10 Birmingham wire gauge, and shall be placed at the 
flare of the diamond of the stack, so as to cover the same completely, the openings of 
said mesh not to exceed three-sixteenths and one sixty-fourth (that is, thirteen sixty- 
fourths) of an inch to the square. 

3. Every such railway company shall cause :— 

(a) ‘The openings of the ash pans on every locomotive engine used on the railway, 
or portion of railway, operated or being constructed by it, to be covered, when practi- 

cable, with heavy sheet iron dampers; and, if not practicable, with screen netting 
dampers 24 by 24 per inch of No. 10 Birmingham wire gauge, such dampers to be 
fastened either by a heavy spring or by a split cotter and pins, or by such other method 
as may be approved by the board. 

(b) Overflow pipes from lifting injectors, or from water pipes from injector- 
delivery pipe, or from boiler, to be put into the front and back part of the ash pans 
and used from the 1st day of April to the 1st day of November, or during such portion 
of this period as the board may prescribe, for wetting ash pans. 

4, Every such railway company shall provide inspectors at terminal or divisional 
points where its locomotive engines are housed and repaired; and cause them, in 
addition to the duties to which they may be assigned by the officials of the railway 

companies in charge of such terminal or divisional points :— 

(a) To examine at least once a week, 

(1) The nettings; 
(2) Dead plates; 

(3) Ash pans; 

(4) Dampers; 

(5) Slides; and 

(6) Any other fire-protective appliance or appliances used on any and all 

ie engines running into the said terminal or divisional points. 

(b) ‘To keep a record of every inspection in a book to be furnished by the railway 

“company for the purpose, showing :— 

; (1) The numbers of the engines inspected; 

i (2) The date and hour of day of such inspection; 

a (3) The condition of the said fire-protective appliances and arrangements; 

le -and 
(4) A record of repairs made in any of the above mentioned fire-protective 
appliances. 

‘ The said book to be open for inspection by any authorized officer of the board. 

20c—31 
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(c) In case any of the said fire-protective appliances in any locomotive are found 
to be defective, said locomotive shall be removed from service and shall not, (during 

aid prescribed period) be returned to service, unless and until such defects are 
remedied. f eee 2 

(d) Every such railway company shall also make an independent examination of 
the fire-protective appliances on all the locomotives of such company, att least once each 
month, and the conditions of such fire-protective appliances shall be reported direct to 
the chief mechanical officer of the railway company, or other chief officer, held 
responsible for the condition of the motive power of the said company. 

5. No employee of any such railway company shall— 

(a) Do, or in any way cause, damage to the netting on the engine smokestack or 
to the netting in the front end of such engine; 

(b) Open the back dampers of such engine while running ahead, or the front 
dampers while running tender first, except when there is snow on the ground, and it 
is necessary to take such action in order to have engine steam properly ; 

(c) Or otherwise do or cause damage or injury to any of the fire protective 
appliances on the said engines. 

6. No such railway company shall permit fire, live coals, or ashes to be deposited 
upon its tracks or right of way, unless they are extinguished immediately thereafter, 
except in pits provided for the purpose. 

7. No such railway company shall burn lignite coal on its locomotive engines as 
fuel for transportation purposes, unless otherwise ordered by the board,—lignite coal 
consisting of and including all varieties of coal between peat and bituminious, with a 
carbon-hydrogen ratio of 11.2 or less, such ratio being based on analysis of air-dried 
coal. 

8. Every such railway company shall establish and maintain fireguards along the 
route of its railway as the chief fire inspector may prescribe. The nature, extent, estab- 
lishment and maintenance of such fireguards shall be determined as follows :— 

(a) The chief fire inspector shall each year prepare and submit to every such 
railway company a statement of the measures necessary for establishing and maintain- 
ing the routes of such railways in a condition safe from fire, so far as may be practi- 
cable. . 

(b) Said measures may provide for the cutting and disposal by fire, or otherwise, 
of all or any growth of an inflammable character, and the burning or other disposal of 
debris and litter, on a strip of sufficient width on one or both sides of the track; the 
ploughing or digging of land in strips of sufficient width on one or both sides of the 
track; and such other work as may, under the existing local conditions and at 
reasonable expense, tend to reduce to a minimum the occurrence and spread of fire. 

(c) Said statements of the chief fire inspector shall be so arranged as to deal with 
and prescribe measures for each separate portion of such railway upon and adjacent 
to which the fire risk calls for specific treatment. The intention shall be to adjust the 
protective measures to the local conditions and to make the expense proportionate to 
the fire risk and possible damage. 

(d) Said statements of the chief fire inspector shall prescribe dates on or within 
which the foregoing protective measures shall be commenced and completed, and th 
fire guards maintained in a clean and safe condition. 

(e) No such railway company shall permit its employees, agents, or contractors 
to enter upon Jand under cultivation, to construct fireguards, without the consent o 
the owner or occupier of such land. 

(f) Wherever the owner or occupant of such land objects to the construction o 
fireguards, on the ground that the said construction would involve unreasonable los 
or damage to property, the company shall at once refer the matter to the board, givi 


rethigit ing Maes thereof, and shall in the meantime refrain from proceeding with th 
york, 


* 
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(9g) No agent, employee, or contractor of any such railway company shall permit 
gates to be left open or to cut or leave fences down whereby stock or crops may be 
injured or to do any other unnecessary damage to property, in the construction of 
fireguards. 

9. In carrying out the provisions of section 297 of the Railway Act, which enacts 
that “the company shall at all times maintain and keep its right of way free from 
dead or dry grass, weeds, and other unnecessary combustible matter,” no such railway 
company or its agents, employees or contractors shall, between the 1st day of April 
and the 1st day of November, burn or cause to be burned any ties, cuttings, debris, or 
litter upon or near its right of way, except under such supervision as will prevent 
such fires from spreading beyond the strip being cleared. The chief fire inspector or 
other authorized officer of the board may require that no such burning be done along 
specified portions of the line of any such railway, except with the written permission 
or under the direction of the chief fire inspector or other authorized officer of the 
board. 

10. The railway company shall provide and maintain a force of fire rangers fit 
and sufficient for efficient patrol and fire-fighting duty during the period from the ist 
day of April to the 1st day of November of each year; and the methods of such force 
shall be subject to the supervision and direction of the chief fire inspector or other 
authorized officer of the board. 

11. The chief fire inspector shall, each year, prepare and submit to each and every 
railway company a statement of the measures such railway companies shall take for 
the establishment and maintenance of said specially organized force. Said statements 
among other matters may provide for— 


(a) The number of men to be employed on the said force, their location and 
general duties, and the methods and frequency of the patrol. 

(b) The acquisition and location of necessary equipment for transporting the 
said force from place to place, and the acquisition and distributing of suitable fire- 
fighting tools; and 

(c) Any other measures which are considered by him to be essential for the 
immediate control of fire and may be adopted at reasonable expense. 


12. Whenever and while all the locomotive engines used upon any such railway, 
or any portion of it, burn nothing but oil as fuel, during the aforesaid prescribed 
period, under such conditions as the board may approve, the board will relieve the 
said railway of such portion of these regulations as may seem to it safe and expedient. 

13. Every such railway company shall instruct and require its sectionmen and 
other employees, agents and contractors to take measures to report and extinguish 
fires on or near the right of way as follows:— 


(a) Conductors, engineers, or trainmen who discover or receive notice of the 
existence and location of a fire burning upon or near the right of way, or of a fire 
which threatens land adjacent to the right of way, shall report the same by wire to 
the superintendent, and shall also report it to the agent or persons in charge at the 
next point at which there shall be communication by telegraph or telephone, and to 
the first section employees passed. Notice of such fire shall also be given immediately 
by a system of warning whistles. 

(b) It shall be the duty of the superintendent or agent or person so informed to 
notify immediately the nearest forest officer and the nearest section employees of the 
railway, of the existence and location of such fire. 

(c) When fire is discovered, presumably started by the railway, such sectionmen 
or other employees of the railway as are available shall either independently or at the 


_ request of any authorized forest officer, proceed to the fire immediately and take action. 


‘s 

“ 
i 

ed 


to extinguish it; provided such sectionmen or other employees are not at the time 
engaged in labours immediately necessary to the safety of trains. 


20c—314 
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(d) In ease the sectionmen or other employees available are not a sufficient force 
to extinguish the fire promptly, the railway company shall, either independently or 
at the request of any authorized forest officer, employ such other labourers as may be 
necessary to extinguish the fire; and as soon as a sufficient number of men, other than 
the sectionmen and regular employees, are obtained, the sectionmen and other regular 
employees shall be allowed to resume their regular duties. 

(e) The provisions of this section shall apply to all fires occurring within 300 
feet of the railway track, unless proof shall be furnished that such fires were not 
ceaused by the railway. 

14. Every such railway company shall give particular instructions to its 
employees in relation to the foregoing regulations and shall cause such instructions 
to be posted at all stations, terminals and section houses along its lines of railway. 
In case said instructions are not also carried in employees’ time tables during said 
prescribed period, or in “ operating » ond “maintenance of way” rule books, they 
shall, previous to April 1 of each year, be reissued to all employees concerned, in the 
form of special instructions. The chief fire inspector may waive the above require- 
ments in whole or in part, as to lines or portions of lines where, in his judgment, the 
fire danger is not material. 

15. Every such railway company allowing or permitting the violation of, or in 
any respect contravening or failing to obey any of the foregoing regulations, shall, in 
addition to any other liability which the said company may have incurred, be subject 
to a penalty of one hundred dollars for every such offence. 


16. If any employee or other person included in the said regulations, fails or 
neglects to obey the same, or any of them, he shall, in addition to any other liability 
which he may have incurred, be subject to a penalty of twenty-five dollars for every 
such offence. 


iWe The board may, upon the application of any railway company or other party 
interested, vary or rescind any order or direction of the chief fire inspector made 
pursuant to the provisions of this order. 


(Signed) H. L. DRAYTON, 


Chief Commissioner. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 108. 
File 4135.21. 


Monpay, the 11th day of August, A.D. 1913. 


In the matter of the consideration of the matter of yard limit boards in connection 
with railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board: 


Upon hearing the matter at the sittings of the board held in Winnipeg, May 30, 
1913, in the presence of counsel for and representatives of the Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company, the Grand Trunk and Grand Trunk Pacific 
Railway Companies, and the Canadian Northern Railway Company, and what was — 
alleged 3 and upon reading the report of the chief operating officer of the board— 

It is ordered that the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company withdraw its special 


‘rule vial ad applying to western lines and hereafter observe the uniform rules of the 
board regarding yard limits. 


(Signed) D’ARCY SCOTT, 
Asststant Chief Commissioner. 
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GENERAL ORDER No. 109. 
File No. 22939. 


5 WepnespaY, the 27th day of August, A.D., 1918. 


In the matter of the complaint of the Dominion Millers’ Association and the 
Campbell Milling Company, hereinafter called the “‘ Complainants,” against 
the proposed increase in less than carload mileage rates on grain and grain 
products, published in tariffs of the railway companies, to take effect Septem- 
per 1, 1913. 


Upon reading what is alleged on behalf of the complainants— 

It is ordered that the mileage rates on less than carload shipments of grain and 
grain products, as published in the following schedules, be, and they are hereby, 
suspended until further order of the board, namely :— 


eopelonent To C.R.C. No. ; Railway Company. 
10 E--2566 Grand Trunk. 
Ii E—2385 Canadian Pacific. 
1 E— 176 Canadian Northern (Eastern Lines). 
2 H— 145 " " 
it pe 232 " "W 
a8 2022 ~ |Michigan Central. 
3 1910 " 
8 245 Chatham, Wallaceburg and Lake Erie. 
a 242 ait " u 
3 115 Essex Terminal. 
4 254 Galt, Preston and Hespeler. 
2 80 Schomburg and Aurora. 
951 Ottawa and New York. 
3 1468 Pere Marquette. 
1 218 Thousand Islands. 
5 565 Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo. 
3 627 Wabash. 
3 102 Windsor, Essex and Lake Shore. 


- (Signed) D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 110. 


File No. 8954. 


Mownpay, the 11th day of August, A.D. 1918. 
' In the matter of the application of Robert De B. Hovell, of Victoria, in the province 


ie of British Columbia, for an order directing railway companies to carry as 
ke freight passenger’s first-class baggage, and the matter of the notice calling upon 
E the railway companies to show cause why trunks containing wearing apparel 


and personal effects should not be accepted for carriage by freight service, 
when securely corded. 


Upon the hearing of the application and upon the return of summons to show 
cause at the sittings of the board held in Ottawa, July 3, 1913, counsel for the Grand 
- Trunk, the Canadian Northern, and the New York Central Railway Companies, and 
for the Canadian Freight Association appearing at the hearing, and what was alleged; 
and upon the reading of the report of the chief traflic officer of the board 
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It is ordered that railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board, be, 
and they are hereby, required to accept and carry by freight, trunks containing wearing 
apparel and personal effects. when securely corded. 


, 


(Signed) D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 111. 


File 4214-219. 
Wepnespay, the 20th day of August, A.D. 1913. 


In the matter of the application of Harold W. Riley, of Calgary, in the province of 
Alberta, for a reconsideration of the order of the board No. 17384, dated Sep- 
tember 4, 1912, as amended by Order No. 17492, dated September 14, 1912, 
prescribed express rates on cream and terms and conditions of service in con- 
nection therewith. 


Upon hearing the application at the sittings of the board held in Calgary, 
November 25, 1912, in the presence of representatives of the Central Dairy, of Calgary, 
the Carlyle Dairy Company, of Calgary, and the Edmonton City Dairy, the applicant 
and the express companies being represented at the hearing; and upon reading the 
submissions filed on behalf of the said dairy companies and the express companies— 


It is ordered— 

1. That the application to amend the said order No. 17384, in so far as it effects 
the rate basis, be, and it is hereby, refused. 

2, That the following rules be substituted for those included in the tariff 
prescribed by the said order No. 17384:— 

1. Returned empty cans, which were carried full by this company under 
this tariff, will be charged at the rate of 5 cents each to the original point of 
shipment. 

2. The rates shown herein include the collection of full or empty cans at 
points where the company furnishes a wagon service, but do not include 
delivery. 

3. The consignee may give the company’s local agent a written general or 
continuing notice that until such notice is withdrawn (which shall not be within 
one month from the date thereof), he desires all his cream delivered by the 
company’s wagons; and on receipt of such notice, and until its withdrawal, the 
company will furnish the service at an additional charge of 5 cents per can. 


Nore.—Agent will preserve such notices in his possession for reference, 
and, if withdrawn, for at least one year thereafter. 


4. No reduction from these rates will be made for smaller or partially 
filled cans. 


Two 5-gallon cans will not be carried at the rate for a 10-gallon can. 


6. Between common points where a competing company may have a shorter 
line, this company’s rates will be based upon the shorter distance. 


(Signed) D’ARCY SCOTT, 
Assistant Chief Commiéssioner. 


t 
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GENERAL ORDER No. 112. 
File No. 4214.219. 
Tuurspay, the 18th day of September, A.D., 1913. 


In the matter of the application of Harold W. Riley, of Calgary, in the province of 
Alberta, for a reconsideration of the order of the board No. 17384 dated Sep- 
tember 4, 1912, as amended by order No. 17492, dated September 14, 1912, pre- 
scribing express rates on cream and terms and conditions therewith; 


And in the matter of the general order of the board No. 111, dated August 20, 1918, 
made herein. 


Whereas it appears that through error in transcription the intent of .the judgment 
in the matter of the application of Harold W. Riley was not fully set forth in the terms 
of the said general order No. 111; 

And whereas this error has been drawn to the attention of the express companies 
by the board’s telegrams, dated September 17, 1913— 

It is ordered that the second paragraph of the mandatory portion of the order be 
amended by the insertion of the following words after the word “ That,” in the first 
line of the said paragraph, namely, “the present tariff rates be reduced by 5 cents per 
can by making them exclusive of delivery, and that.” 

And it is further ordered that this amendment be operative from the date of the 
said general order No. 111. 

(Signed) D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 1138. 
Ru.es ror WIRES CRrossIna RaILways. 


Section 4 of chapter 50 of the statutes of 1910 is repealed, and the following is 
enacted as subsection 5 of section 246 of the principal Act :— 

10. “An order of the board shall not be required in cases in which wires 
or other conductors for the transmission of electrical energy are to be erected or main- 
tained over or under a railway, or over or under wires or other conductors for the 
transmission of electrical energy with the consent of the railway company or the com- 
pany owning or controlling such last mentioned wires or conductors, in accordance 
with any general regulations, plans or specifications adopted or approved by the board 
for such purposes.”—1-2 George V, chap 22, sec. 7. 


Assented to 19th May, 1911. 


Wepnespay, the 5th day of November, A.D., 1913. 
In the matter of Section 246 of the Railway Act, for the carrying of wires and cables 
‘across the tracks of railways under the jurisdiction and subject to the control 
of the board: File 9690, Case 4704, Part VII. 


Upon the report and recommendation of the electrical engineer of the board— 


It is ordered: 

1. That thé conditions and specifications set forth in the schedule hereunto 
annexed, under the heading, “Rules for Wires Crossing Railways,” be, and the same 
are hereby, adopted anid confirmed as. the conditions anid specifications applicable to the 
erection, placing, or maintaining of electric lines, wires, or cables across all railways 
subject to the jurisdiction of the board: Part 1 being applicable where the line or 
lines, wire or wires, cable or cables, is or are carried over the railway; part 2 being 


applicable where the line or lines, wire or wires, cable or cables, is or are carried under 
the railway. 
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2. That any order of the board granting leave to erect, place, or maintain any line 
or lines, wire or wires, cable or cables, across the railway and referring to “Rules for 
Wires Crossing Railways,” shall be deemed as intended to be a reference to the con- 
ditions and specifications set out in that part of the said Schedule which is applicable 
to the mode of crossing authorized. aie 

8. That every order of the board granting leave to erect, place or maintain, any 
line or lines, wire or wires, cable or cables, across any railway subject to the juris- 
diction of the board, shall, unless otherwise expressed, be deemed to be an order for 
leave to erect, place and maintain the same under and according to the conditions and 
specifications set out in that part of the said Schedule applicable thereto, which con- 
ditions and specifications shall be considered as embodied in any such order without 
specific reference thereto, subject, however, to such change or variation therein or 
thereof as shall be expressed in such order. 

4, That the order of the board No. 8392, dated October, 1909, approving of “The 
Standard Conditions and Specifications for Wire Crossings,” and the conditiens and 
specifications adopted thereby, be, and the same is hereby, rescinded. 


(Signed) D’ARCY SCOTT, 
Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


NOTICE TO APPLICANTS (See page 2). 


When the interested company’s consent cannot be procured and an application 
to the board becomes necessary, send to the secretary of the board (postage free) 
with the application, three copies of a sketch or drawing 8 by 16 inches showing :— 

(a) The location of the poles or towers, or the location of the underground 
conduit in relation to the track; the dimensions of poles or towers; and the material 
or materials of which they are made. 

(b) The proposed number of wires, or cables, the distance between them and 
the track, and the method of attaching the conductors to the insulators. 

(c) The location of all other wires to be crossed, and their supports. 

(d) The maximum potential, in volts, between wires, the potential between the 
wires and the ground, and the maximum current, in amperes, to be transmitted. 

(e) The kinds and sizes of wires or conductors to be used at the crossing. 

(f) On cireuits of 10,000 volts, or over, the method of protecting the conductors 
from ares at the insulators. 


(g) The number of insulators supporting the conductors at the crossing. (See 
also) “J” in Specifications. 

N.B.—Place a distinguishing name, number, date and signature upon the draw- 
ing. Mark the exact location of the proposed crossing upon the drawing, by stating 


the distance in miles from the nearest railway station—N., E., S. or W.—so that this 
crossing can readily be identified. ‘ 


STANDARD CONDITIONS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR WIRE CROSSINGS. 


Part I.—Over-Crossings.—Conditions: 


1. The applicant shall, at its or his own expense, erect and place the lines, wires, 
cables, or conductors authorized to be placed across the said railway, and shall at all 
times, at its own expense; maintain the same in good order and condition and at tlie 
height shown on the drawing, and in accordance with the specifications hereinafter 
set forth, so that at no time shall any damage be caused to the company owning, 
operating, or using the said railway, or to any person lawfully upon or using the 
same, and shall use all necessary and proper means to prevent any such lines, wires,. 
cables, or conductors from sagging below the said height. 
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2. The applicant shall at all times wholly indemnify the company owning, operat- 
ing, or using the said railway, of, from, and against all loss, cost, damage, and expense 
to. which the said railway company may be put by reason of any damage or 
injury to person or property caused by any of the said wires or cables or any works 
or appliances herein provided for not being erected in all respects in compliance with 
the terms and provisions of this order, as well as any damage or injury resulting 
from the imprudence, neglect, or want of skill of the employees or agents of the 
applicant. ; 

3. No work shall at any time be done under the authority of this order in such 
a manner as to obstruct, delay or in any way interfere with the operation or safety of 
the trains or traffic of the said railway. 

4. Where, in affecting any such crossing, it is necessary to erect poles between 
the tracks of the railway, the applicant, before any work in connection with such 
crossing is begun, shall give the railway company owning, operating, or using the 
said railway, at least seventy-two hours’ prior notice thereof in writing, and the said 
railway company shall be entitled to appoint an inspector, under whose supervision 
such work shall be done, and whose wages, at a rate not to exceed three dollars per 
day, shall be paid by the applicant. When the applicant is a municipality and the 
crossing is on a highway under its jurisdiction, the wages of the inspector shall be 
paid by the railway company. 

4a. It shall not, however, be necessary for the applicant to give prior notice in 
writing to the railway company as above provided in regard to necessary work to be 
done in connection with the repair or maintenance of the crossing when such work 
becomes necessary through an unforeseen emergency. 

5. (Where wires or cables to be erected across the railway are to be carried above, 
below, or parallel with existing wires, at the crossing, either within the span to be con- 
structed across the railway or within the span thereto on either side, such additional 
precautions shall be taken by the applicant as the engineer of the board shall con- 
sider necessary. 

6. Nothing in these conditions shail prejudice or detract from the right of the 
company owning, operating, or using the railway to adopt at any time the use of 
electric or other motive power, and to place and maintain over, upon, or under its 
right of way, such poles, lines, wires, cables, pipes, conduits, and other fixtures and 
appliances as may be necessary or proper for such purpose. Liability for the cost of 
any removal, change in location or construction of the poles, lines, wires, cables or 
other fixtures or appliances erected by the applican't over or under the tracks of the 
said railway company, rendered necessary by any of the matters referred to in this 
paragraph, shall be fixed by the board on the application of any party interested. 

7. Any disputes, arising between the applicant and the said railway company as 
to the manner in which the said wires or cables are being erected, placed, maintained, 
used or repaired, shall be referred to the engineer of the board whose decision shall be 
final. “ 

& The wires or cables of the applicant shall be erected, placed and maintained 
across the said railway. in accordance with the drawing approved by the board and 
the specifications following. If the drawing and specifications differ the latter shall 
govern unless a specific statement to the contrary appears in the order of the board. 

9. In every case in which the line of a railway company shall be constructed under 
the wires or cables of a telegraph or telephone company the construction of the tele- 

_ graph or telephone company shall be made to conform to the foregoing specifications, 
_ and any changes necessary to make it so conform shall be made by the telegraph or tele- 

phone company at the cost and expense of the railway company. 
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Over-crossings :—Specifications : 

A. Labelling of poles—Poles, towers, or other wire supporting structures on 
each side of and adjacent to railway crossings, to be equipped with durable labels 
showing (a) the name of the company or individual owning or maintaining them, and 
(b) the maximum voltage between conductors; the characters upon the labels to be 
easily distinguished from the ground. 

B. Separate lines—Two or more separate lines for the transmission of elec- 
trical energy shall not be erected or maintained in the same vertical plane. The word 
“Jines,” is here used, to mean the combination of conductors and the latter’s support- 
ing poles, or towers, and fittings. 

CO. Location of poles, etc.—Poles, towers, or other wire-supporting structures to 
be located generally a distance from the rail not less than equal to the length of the 
poles or structures used. Poles, towers, or other wire-supporting structures must 
under no consideration be placed less than 12 feet from the rail of a main line, or 
less than 6 feet from the rail of a siding. At loading sidings sufficient space to be 
left for driveway. 


D. Setting and strength of poles.—Poles less than 50 feet in length to be set not 
less than 6 feet and poles over 50 feet not less than 7 feet in solid ground. Poles with 
side strains to be reinforced with braces and guy wires. Poles to be at least 7 inches 
in diameter at the top—mountain cedar poles to be at least 8 inches at the top. In 
soft ground poles must be set so as to obtain the same amount of rigidity as would be 
obtained by the above specifications for setting poles in solid ground. When the cross- 
ing is located in a section of the country where grass or other fires might burn 
them, wooden poles to be covered with a layer of some satisfactory fire-resisting 
material, such as concrete at least two inches thick, extending from the butt of the 
pole for a distance of at least 5 feet above the level of the ground. Wooden structures 
to have a safety factor of five. 


; E. Setting and strength of other structures.—Towers and other structures to be 
firmly set upon stone, metal, concrete, or pile footings or foundations. Metal and con- 
erete structures to have a safety factor of 4. : 


FB. Length of span.—Span must be as short as possible consistent with the rules 
of setting and locating of poles and towers. : 


. G. Fittings of Wooden Poles for Telegraph, Telephone, or similar low Tensvo 
Lines.—The poles at each side of a railway must be fitted with double cross-arms, 
dimensions not less than 3 inches by 4 inches, each equipped with 14-inch hardwood 
pins, nailed in arms, or some stronger support and with suitable insulators; cross- 
arms to be securely fastened to the pole in a gain by not less than a §-inch bolt 
through the pole; arms carrying more than two wires or carrying cable must be braced 
by two stiff iron or substantial wood braces fastened to the arms by §-inch or larger 
bolts, and to the pole by a 2-inch or larger bolt. 


HT; Fittings of all Poles, Towers, or other Structures.—All wire-supporting struc- 
tures to be equipped with fittings satisfactory to the engineer of the board. 

I. Guards.—Where cross-arms are used, an iron hook guard to be placed on the 
ends of and securely bolted to each. The hooks shall be so placed as to engage th 
wire in the event of the latter’s detachment from the insulators. 


J. Insulators.—All wires or conductors for the transmission of electrical energy 
across a railway to be supported by and securely attached to suitable insulators. 

Wires or conductors in 10,000-volt (or higher) circuits, to be supported by insu- 
lators capable of withstanding tests of two and one-half times the maximum voltage 
to be employed under operating conditions. An affidavit describing the tests to which 
the insulators have been subjected and the apparatus employed in the tests shall be 
supplied by the applicant. The tests upon which reports are required are as follows: 
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J-a. Puncture or Rupture Test—The insulators having been immersed in water 
for a period of 7 days, immediately preceding and ending at the time of the test, to 
be subjected for a period of five minutes to a potential of two and one-half (2-5) 
times the maximum potential of the line upon which they are to be installed. 

J—b, Hlash-over Test.—State ‘the potentials that were employed to cause arcing 
or flashing across the surface of the insulator between the conductor and thu 
insulator’s point of support when the surface was (1) dry, and (2) wet. 

K. Height of Wires—(a) Low Tension Conductors. The lowest conductor must 
not be less than 25 feet from top of rail for spans up to 145 feet; 24 feet additional 
clearance of rails or other wires must be given for every 20 feet or fraction thereof 
additional length of span. The words “low tension,” as here used, to mean conductors 
for telegraph, telephone, and kindred signal work, as well as conductors connected 
with grounded secondary circuits of transformers below 350 volts. 

K—b. All Primary Conductors, Underground Secondaries ani Railway Feeders 
to be maintained at least 30 feet above the top of rail—except where special provisions 
are made for trolley wires. 

K—c. High Tension Conductors, those between which a potential of 10,00) volts 
or over is employed, to be maintained at least 35 feet above the top of rail. 

L. Clearances.—Safe clearances between all conductors to be maintained at all 
times. The following distances to be provided wherever possible: at least 3 feet clear- 
ance from low tension wires; at least 5 feet between low tension’ wires, primaries, 
ungrounded secondaries, and railway feeders employing less than 10,000 volts; at 
least 10 feet between high tension wires and all other lines. 

M. Guy Wires.——Guy wires at railway crossings to be at least as strong as 7 
strand No. 16 Stub’s or New British Standard gauge galvanized stee] wire, and to be 
clearly indicated as guy wire on the drawing accompanying the application. One 
or more strain insulators to be placed in all guy wires; the lowest strain insulator 
to be not less than 8 feet above the ground. 

N. Wires, and other Conductors. N—a. Where open telephone, telegraph, 
signal or kindred low tension wires are strung across a railway this stretch to consist 
of copper wire or copper-clad steel wire, not less than No. 18 New British Standard 
gauge, .092 inch in diameter. Wire to be securely tied to insulators iby a tiewire not 
less thian 20 inches in leneth and of the same diameter as the line wire. 

N—b. Where No. 9 B.W.G., or larger, galvanized iron or steel wire is employed in 
a circuit, and where there is no danger of deterioration from smoke or other gases, 
the use of this wire may be continued at the crossing. 

N—c. Where a number of rubber covered wires are strung across a railway they 
may be made up into a cable by being twisted on each other or otherwise held together 
and the whole securely fastened to the poles. 

_ N—d. Wires or other conductors for the transmission of electrical energy for 
purposes other than telegraph, telephone, or kindred low tension signal work, to be 
composed of at least 7 strands of material having a combined tensile strength equiva- 
lent to or greater than No. 4 Brown & Sharpe gauge hard drawn copper wire. These 
conductors to be maintained above low tension wires at the crossing, to be free from 
joints or splices, and to extend at least one full span of line beyond the poles or towers 
at each side of the railway. 

N—e. Wires or other conductors subjected to potentials of 10,000 volts or over, 
to be reinforced by clamps, servings, wrappings, or other protection at the insulators 
to the satisfaction of the Engineer of the board. 

N—f. Conductors for other than low tension work to have a factor of safety of 
' 2 when covered with ice or sleet to a depth of 1 inch and subjected to a wind pressure 
of 8 lbs. per square foot on the ice-covered diameter. aa 

N—g. All conductors to be dead ended or so fastened to their supporting insula- 
tors at each side of the crossing that they cannot slip through their fastenings. 
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QO. Positions of Wires.—Wires or conductors of low potential to be erected and 
maintained below those of higher potential which may be attached to the same poles 
or towers. ¥ 

P. U'rolley Wires——Trolley wires at railway crossings to be provided with a trolley 
guard so arranged as to keep the trolley wheel or other rolling, sliding or scraping 
device in electrical contact. The trolley wire, trolley guard and their supports to be 
maintained at least 22 feet 6 inches above the top of the rails. 

Q. Cable—Cable to be carried on a suspension wire at least equivalent to 7 strands 
of No. 13 Stub’s or New British Standard gauge galvanized steel wire. When cross- 
arms are used, suspension wire to be attached to a 38-inch iron or stronger hook, or 
when fastened to poles to a malleable iron or stronger messenger hanger bolted through 
the poles, the cable to be attached to the suspension wire by cable clips not more than 
20 inches apart. Rubber insulated cables of less than 3-inch in diameter may be car- 
ried on a suspension wire of not less than 7 strands of No. 16 Stub’s or New British 
Standard gauge galvanized steel wire. The word “enble” as here used, to mean a 
number of insulated conductors bound together. 


Part I1.—-Under-crossings.—C onditions : . 


1. The line or lines, wire or wires, shall be carried across the railway in accord- 
ance with the approved drawing, and a pipe or pipes, conduit or conduits, cable or 
cables shall, for the whole width of the right of way adjoining the highway, be laid 
at the depth called for by, and shall be constructed and maintained in accordance with, 
the specifications hereinafter set forth. 

2. All work in connection with the laying and maintaining of each pipe, conduit 
or cable and the continued supervision of the same, shall be performed by, and all 
costs and expenses thereby incurred be borne and paid by the applicant; but no work 
shall at any time be done in such manner as to obstruct, delay, or in any way interfere 
with the operation or safety of the trains, traffic or other work on the said railway. 

3. The applicant shall at all times maintain each pipe, conduit or cable in good 


order and condition, so that at no time shall any damage be caused“to the property ora 


the railway company, or any of its tracks be obstructed, or the usefulness or safety of 
the same for railway purposes be impaired, or the full use and enjoyment thereof by 
the said railway company be in any way interfered with. 
4. Before any work of laying, removing, or repairing any pipe, conduit or cable 
is begun, the applicant shall give to the railway company at least seventy-two hours 
prior notice thereof, in writing, accompanied by a plan and profile of the part of the 
railway to be affected, showing the proposed location of ‘such pipe or conduit and 
works contemplated in connection therewith, and the said railway company shall be 
entitled to appoint an inspector to see that the applicant, in performing said work, 
complies, in all respects, with the terms and conditions of this order, and whose wages, 
at a rate not exceeding $3 per day, shall be paid by the applicant. When the appli- 
cant is a municipality and the crossing is on a highway under its jurisdiction, the 
wages of the inspector shall be paid by the railway company. , 
4a. It shall not, however, be necessary for the applicant to give prior notice in 
writing to the railway company, as above provided, in regard to necessary work to be 


done in connection with the repair or maintenance of the crossing when such work - 


becomes necessary through an unforeseen emergency. 

5. The applicant shall, at all times, wholly indemnify the company owning, 
operating, or using the said railway of, from and against all loss, costs, damage, and 
expense to which the said railway company may be put by reason of any damage or 
injury to person or property caused by any pipe, conduit, cable or any works or appli- 
ances herein, or in the order authorizing the work provided for, riot being laid and 
eS all respects in compliance with the terms and provisions of these con- 

itions, or if, when so constructed and laid, not being at all times maintained and 


~ 
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kept in good order and condition and in accordance with the terms and provisions 
of said order, or any order or orders of the board in relation thereto, as well as any 
damage or injury resulting from the imprudence, neglect, or want of skill of any of 
the employees or agents of the applicant. 


6. Nothing in these conditions shall prejudice or detract from the right of any 
company owning, or operating or using the said railway to adopt, at any time, the 
use of electric or other motive power, and to place and maintain upon, over, and under 
the said right of way such poles, wires, pipes and other fixtures and appliances as 
may be necessary or proper for such purposes. Liability of the cost of any removal, 
change in location or construction of the pipes, conduits, wires, or cables constructed 
or laid by the applicant rendered necessary by any of the matters referred to in this 
paragraph, shall be fixed by the board on the application of the party interested 


7. Any dispute arising between the applicant and the company owning, using, or 


operating said railway as to the manner in which any pipe or conduit, or any works or 


appliances herein provided for, are being laid, maintained, renewed, or repaired, shall 
be referred to the engineer of the board, whose decision shall be final and binding 
on all parties. 


Under-crossing.—S pectfications : 


A.A. Conduit.—Vitrified clay, creosoted wood, metal pipe, armoured cable or fibre 
conduit may be used. 


B.B. Depth—The excavation to be of sufficient depth to allow the top of the duct 
to be at least 3 feet below the bottom of the ties of the railway track. 


C.C. Laying.—The conduit or duct to be laid on a base of 3 inches of concrete, 
mixed in proportion, 1 of cement, 3 of sand and 5 of broken stone or gravel. Where 
stone is used, such stone to be of a size that will permit of its passing through a 
1-inch ring. After ducts are laid, the whole to be encased to a thickness of 3 inches 
on top and sides in concrete mixed in the same proportions as above. 


Where the track is on an embankment a pipe may be driven through the latter. 


D.D, Filling in—The excavation must be filled in slowly and well tamped on 
top and side. 


L.E. Guard—tThe excavation must at all times be safely protected by the 
applicant. 


Wednesday, the 12th day of November, A.D., 1913. 


In the matter of the application of the Bell Telephone Company of Camadia, herein- 
after called the “Applicant Company”, under section 360 of the Railway Act, 
for approval of general form of contract to be entered into between the Appli- 
cant Company and any other Company, Municipality, or Corporation having. 
authority to construct and operate a Telephone System or Line, on File with 
the Board under File No. 3839, Case No. 588, Part II: 


Upon the hearing; of the application at the sittings of the board held in Toronto, 
April 30, 1918, in the presence of counsel for the applicant company and the Inde- 
pent Telephone Companies, and what was alleged; and upon the reading of the written 
submissions, filed— 

It is ordered that the general form of contract to be entered into between the 
applicant company and any. other company, municipality, or corporation having 


authority to construct and operate a telephone system or line, for the interchange of 


telephone messages or service passing to or from their respective telephone systems and 
lines, the division or apportionment of telephone tolls, and the management, working, 
or operation of their respective telephone systems or lines, herein set out, be, and it is 
hereby, approved, namely: 
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“Memorandum of Agreement made in 


this day of 


nineteen hundred and 
Between : 
“The Bell Telephone Company of Canada, Limited, hereinafter called the ‘Bell 


Company,’ 
of the first part. 


and 
hereinafter called the ‘Proprietor’, with headquarters at 


of the second part. 


“Whereas the proprietor at present operates or is about to operate a  tele- — 
phone system known as in the county of 
province of which system is not operating in competition with the 


Bell Company: 


“ And whereas the parties hereto consider that the interests of the public, and 
their interests, will be promoted by connecting together their respective telephone 
systems for the purpose of interchanging telephonic communications. < 

“Now this agreement witnesseth that in consideration of the mutual promises and 
agreements hereinafter contained, the parties hereto agree as follows:— 


“1, For an interchange at of telephone communications be- 
tween the subscribers and other patrons of the proprietor and the subseribers and other 
patrons of the Bell Company; and subject to the provisions of clauses 2 and 4 hereof 
to the furnishing of necessary switchboard and operating facilities for such inter- 
change at the charges hereinafter set forth: the party owning the switchboard by which 
the interchange is carried on shall not be required to furnish additional switchboard 
facilities for the purpose of providing a local interchange of messages with or between ° 
the subscribers and patrons of the other party, unless the first mentioned party oper- 
ates an exchange of more than ten (10) local subscribers at said point. 

“Tn ease the said exchange is not operated for more than ten (10) local subscribers, 
and the party owning the switchboard declines to provide the additional switchboard 
facilities for the purpose aforesaid, the other party may establish its own exchange; and 
the connection for interchange of communications shall thereafter be continued by 


means of trunk circuits, and the systems shall not be considered on that account as 
competing. 

“9 In case the necessary switchboard and operating facilities for the lines of the 
proprictor’s system are not furnished by the proprietor as provided by clause 4 hereof, 
the Bell Company shall, subject to the exception mentioned in clause No. 1 hereof, 
provide such facilities, and the proprietor in that event shall pay the Bell Company 
the sum of dollars per annum, payable semi-annually in advance, 
for each telephone set connected to the lines of the system of the proprietor which ter- 
minates upon the Bell Company’s switchboard, other than trunk circuits or party lines | 
on the toll plan, which amount shall entitle the subscribers of the proprietor to loca | 
service to or from the subscribers of the Bell Company’s exchange at 
and shall also cover the necessary local switching among the subscribers of the pro- 
prietor and also between subscribers of the proprietor and subscribers of other telephone 
systems connected with the said exchange (other than by trunk circuits or by party 
lines on the toll plan). 


< 
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“3. In all cases where the proprietor is paying an annual charge, as provided for in 
clause 2 hereof, the charge for each message or conversation transmitted between non- 
subseribers of the proprietor and subscribers or non-subscribers of the Bell Company 


at also between non-subscribers of the Bell Company at 
and subscribers or non-subscribers of the proprietor, shall be such 
charge to be divided to the Bell Company and 


the balance to the proprietor. 

“4, In ease the proprietor_is operating or may, during the period of this agree- 
ment, operate and maintain the proprietor’s own switchboard, such switchboard being 
connected by trunk circuits with the Bell Company’s exchange at 
the charge for each message or conversation to or from subscribers and patrons of the 
Bell Company connected with such exchange shall be cents, and the amount 
of such charge shall accrue to the party upon whose sysitem the message or conversation 
terminates: Provided, however, that by mutual agreement, the aforesaid charges may 
be commuted, substituting therefor an annual payment for each telephone set con- 
nected to the proprietor’s switchboard or exchange. 

“5. In ease the proprietor is operating, or is about to operate, rural party lines 
and does not wish to connect with the Bell Company in the manner mentioned in 
clause 2 or clause 4 hereof, the Bell Company shall, subject to the exception mentioned 
in clause 1 hereof, provide the switchboard facilities to connect such lines of the pro- 
prietor with its exchange at and the charge for each messiage or con- 
versation to or from subscribers and patrons of the Bell Company connected with such 
exchange shall be cents, and the amount of such charge shall accrue to the 
party upon whose system the message or conversation terminates. 

“6. In all cases where trunk circuits or party lines on the toll plan connect with 
the Bell Company’s exchange at the latter company shall receive a switching 
charge of 5 cents on each message or conversation transmitted over such trunk circuits 
or party lines on the toll plan to or from the lines of other telephone systems whose 
lines terminate upon said exchange and whose switching is done by the Bell Company, 
as provided for in clause No. 2 or clause No. 5 hereof. This switching charge shall 
be payable by the system on whose lines the message or conversation originates, and 
unless othewise provided for by mutual agreement between any two systems connect- 
ing at such exchange, there shall (except in the case of intercommunications between 
two trunk circuits) be a further charge of cents, payable to the Bell Company 
on each message or conversation transmitted as in this clause mentioned, which 
further charge, however, shall be paid over by the Bell Company and shall accrue to 
the system upon whose lines the message or conversation terminates. 

“7 In all cases where two or more telephone systems connect by trunk circuits 
with the Bell Company’s exchange at a switching charge of five cents (5c) 
shall accrue to the Bell Company on each message or conversation originating on one 
of such telephone systems switched through the Bell Company’s exchange to the other 
telephone system, and the system on which the message or conversation originates, 
shall be responsible to the Bell Company for the charge. 

~ “8 The charge for each message or conversation transmitted to or from points 
on the system of the proprietor and to or from points on the system of the Bell Com- 
pany other than shall be the established long distance rates of 
the Bell Company, plus the proprietor’s charge of each party to receive 
its own charge, and the party on whose line the call originates shall collect and be 
responsible for such charge. Provided, however, that the Bell Company shall not be 
obliged to collect and be responsible for the proprietor’s charge if the proprietor fails 
to collect a like charge on messages originating on the proprietor’s system. 

“9. The charges provided for in clauses No. 2 and 4 hereof shall apply, for the 
same class of service, to all telephone systems or lines which are or many become con- 


nected with the Bell Company’s exchange at during the 
period of this agreement. 


x 
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“40. Unless otherwise provided herein, the rates and tolls charged shall be for day 
service only, unless at the date of this agreement the party operating the exchange at 
is furnishing its subscribers with continuous service, in which 

ease the rates and tolls shall include such service. 

“44. The Bell Company’s representative at . shall establish con- 
nections, time and supervise all conversations, check duration of same, and compute 
the charge accruing to each party, and when required, the length of time and amount 
of charge shall be stated at the termination of each conversation or message for the 
information of the person who originates the eall. 

“42. The proprietor shall adopt the Bell Company’s standard code signals for ring- 
ing subseribers on party lines, where said lines terminate upon the Bell Company’s 
switchboard. 

“13. The proprietor shall adopt and observe in the handling of interchanged 
telephonic communications the operating rules of the Bell Company, and for all com- 
munications passing over the Bell Company’s lines or involving the equipment of the 

sell Company, shall require the subscribers and other patrons of the proprietor to 
observe such rules and regulations of the Bell Company. 

“44, Bach party shall collect all tolls for communication interchanged under this 
contract originating on its system, and account to and be responsible to the other party 
for its portion of such tolls. 

“15. Where the Bell Company operates the exchange through which the inter- 
change is carried on, its representative at such exchange shall furnish monthly to the 
proprietor toli accounts in detail for amounts accruing to the Bell Company against 
each subscriber’s station on the lines of the proprietor connecting directly with the 
Bell Company’s switchboard other than by trunk circuits. 

“46. Each month a summary of business interchanged during the preceding 
month shall be furnished by the Accounting Department of the Bell Company to the 
proprietor, represented by at and a 
settlement shall be made of the amount due to either party within thirty (80) days 
after the receipt of such summary, and after the expiration of the aforesaid thirty 
(30) days, interest at the rate of six per cent (6 p.c.) per annum shall be added to all 
accounts in arrear, and in the event of the said amount, with interest, not being paid 
at the expiration of three months from the date of the aforesaid summary being fur- 
nished, then the party not in default may cancel this agreement. 

“17, The proprietor shall place approved air gap lightning protectors, properly 
grounded, at the junction point where the lines of the proprietor connect with the 
lines of the Bell Company. 

“48. Each party hereto shall maintain its liners and instruments in good working 
order, and make all repairs thereto with reasonable despatch. 

“49. The proprietor shall indicate upon maps to be furnished by the Bell Com- 
pany, the location of the proprietor’s pole routes and public pay stations, and shall 
furnish such information with respect to the names and address of subscribers as may 
be reasonably needed by the Bell Company in making proper directory listings and for 
the proper handling of traffic. 

“920. Upon request of the Bell Company, the proprietor shall furnish »:omptly a 
list of the proprietor’s subscribers for publication previous to the issue of the Bell 
Company’s Telephone Directory; but the proprietor shall in no way hold the Bell 
Company liable for any errors or omissions in the printing or listing of <uch sub- 
seribers. The Bell Company, however, shall be under no obligation to publish a list 
of the proprietor’s subscribers unless the proprietor purchases from the Bell Company 
at cust a copy of at least one issue per annum of such directory for each of the j ro- 
prietor’s subscribers. 
ne Paste besticat 2 shall be liable to the other for any error in sendin messages 

Q any conversation, whether it be the fault of any operator, agent, 
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or other person, or from any cause whatsoever, and each party hereto shall alone be 
lable (if there ‘be any liability) for any accident, damages, losses, or costs, occurring 
or incurred at or on its lines or instruments. 

“22. Each party hereto reserves the right to refuse the interchange service with 
subscribers or other patrons in cases where the telephone equipment or lines are not 
in sufficiently good condition to provide commercial transmission. 

“23. In the event of either party to the present agreement making an assignment 
for the benefit of its creditors, or becoming bankrupt or insolvent, the other party may 
by simple notification in writing, cancel and annul the present contract, unless some 
reasonable security is given to such last party to recover all sums of money which 
might then be due to it under the terms hereof. : 

“24. The present contract is entered into subject to the approval of the Ontario 
Railway and Municipal Board, and ghall have no force or effect until approval is given. 
The Bell Company agrees forthwith to apply for and take out an order from the said 
hoard granting such approval, and tpon the said order being issued, the proprietor shall 
recoup the Bell Company for one-half of any charge-or fee paid to the said board on 
account of the issue of such order. 

“25. The present contract is entered into subject to the approval of the Board of 
Railway Commissioners for Canada, in so far as such approval may be necessary. 

“26. In the event of either party entering into competition with the other, the 
present contract may be terminated by the Board of Railway Commissioners for Can- 
ada, upon the application of the party aggrieved and proof of the existence of such 
competition, andi in such case the connection shall be continued only for long distance 
purposes, on the terms and conditions of order No. 14134 of the said board, or as 
such order may be modified from time to time by the Board and such other conditions 
as the board may impose. 

“27. This agreement shall enure to and be binding upon the parties hereto and 
their successors or assigns, but shall not be transferable by either party without the 
consent of the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada, and shall continue for a 
term of years from day of nineteen 
hundred and and in the absence of written notice to be given by either party 
to the other, sixty(60) days prior to the expiration of such term, shall continue and 
remain in force from year to year thereafter until cancelled by written notice to be 
given by either party at least sixty (60) days prior to the expiration of any yearly 
period. 

“In witness whereof the parties hereto have executed these presents. 


THE BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY OF CANADA, LIMITED.” 


Secretary. President. 


(Signed) H. L. DRAYTON, 


Chief Commissioner. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 115. 
Fripay, the 19th day of December, A. D. 1913. 


In the matter of the tariffs filed by railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of 

. _ the board, imposing a charge for the detention of refrigerator cars over and 

~ above the car service charges prescribed by order of the board No. 906, dated 

January 25, 1906.- File 1700.65. 

In pursuance of the powers conferred upon it under sections 30 and 323 of the 
Railway Act and all other powers possessed by the board in that behalf— 

It is ordered that, for the present and pending investigation by the board, the 

following tariffs, namely: Grand Trunk Railway Company’s O.R.C. No. E2858; 


20e—32 
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Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s C.R.C. No. £2716; Canadian Northern Railway 
Company’s C.R.C. No. E358; Michigan Central Railroad Company’s O.R.C. No. 2162; 
Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway Company’s O.R.C. No. 945; and Ottawa and 
New York Railway Company’s C.R.C. No. 989, be, and they are each of them hereby, 


suspended. 


(Signed) H. L. DRAYTON, 
Chief Commissioner. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 116. 


Wepnespay, the 24th day of December, A.D. 1918. 


In the matter of the tariffs filed by railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of 
the board, increasing the minimum earload weights on buckwheat, oats, bran 
(in bulk), dried beet pulp, oat hulls (in bulk), pea hulls Gin bulk), shorts, 
beets (except sugar), onions, turnips, and potatoes: File 23414. 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon it under sections 30 and 323 of the 
Railway Act, and of all other powers possessed by the board in that behalf— 

Tt is ordered that, for the present and pending investigation by the board, the 
said increased minimum carload weights on buckwheat, oats, bran (in bulk), dried 
beet pulp, oat hulls (in bulk), pea hulls Gn bulk), shorts, beets (except sugar), onions, 
turnips, and potatoes, as published in the following schedules, namely :— 


CRE. NO; 
Ey ooh Va ladle ib b1) cee Ae Er ones Aree eas ce aire ouch anys EB. 2857 
Grands Trunk eee) cel eee ee eee BE. 2859 
Grand Trunk, Supplement 14 to.. BH. 2566 
Grand Trunk, Supplement 4 to.. BE. 2708 
Canadian Pacthe.n. ak els ele Rico ee aso See eI co ua iy arene oiereke mens B. 2715 
Michigan Central, Supplements 3 and 4 to.. .. .- «+ ++ ++ ++ ++ =: 2022 
Michigan Central, Supplement 1 to.. .. .. -- 6+ 2+ «+ es ee 2s 2 oe 1998 
Michigan Central, Supplement 3 to.. .. .- <2 22 es sei e+ 2+ s+ ee oe 1721 
Michigan Central. . he sitie See eee 2159 
Canadian Northern, Supplement 5 to.. . BH. 144 
Canadian Northern, Supplement 7 to.. BE. 145 
Canadian Northern, Supplement 6 to.. .. E. 176 
Canadian Northern, Supplement 1 to.. .. EK. 210 
Canadian Northern, Supplement 4 to... ‘ A § r E. 232 
Ottawa & New York... ..f.c0. ae tea 6 Seer mene eames es ood reke Legs 986 
Ottawa & New York, Supplement 1 to... .. 2. 2.3 20 25 Se Se ee oe Gs 215 
Ottawa & New York, Supplement 1 to... .. 2. «+ «2 «+ «2 «0 os se os 417 
Ottawa & New York, Supplement 3 tow. 2. 2 4%s0 23 as swe ye cnc) <= 755 
Wabash ah uel Se eo 5 be oe els ate rer ore Boe ake tee aoa 758 
Pere’ Mardauettes ci cics 6S feos aw) piers no ee ne eee ere ee 1696 
Niagara, St. Catharines & Toronto, Supplement 3 to.. .. .. «+ ++ +: 601 
Toronto, Hamilton & Buffalo's. ia. sect. late ase oe oeigete eee ee elon urine ~ 943 
Quebec, Montréal .& Southern. « 3.0 2. Sey ces wen es ee ee ete 493 
Hamilton, Grimsby & Beamsville... .. .. 1. 22 e+ os 22 ee oe te oe oe 138 
Napilerville Junction .<.40.. 25 Gc. ce © can ars mieks ee game eaenaiet comers 121 
Thousand ‘Islands, Supplement 5 to... .. 2. os s+ «= © “0 «5 ss om = 218 
Schomberg & Aurora, Supplement 6 to... .. 1. 21 ee ee teres ee ee 80 
BR Mech ie... eae Ke eee ee re Ge a a to ce Fe ee By AT 
Essex Terminal. . Sk? Sis DD dure awh” os) Se Dae Stn ae ipa Cnet iit oiorLe are 214 
‘Windsor, Essex.@ Lake Shore Rapid...) 0 shan se) ss Ses eee 131 
Chatham, Wallacebre &\Lale @irie: 3. (fst. oul ss) ee es ee 312 


be, and they are hereby, suspended. 
(Signed) H. L. DRAYTON, 
Chief Commissioner. 
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GENERAL ORDER No. 117. 
File No. 4397-11. 
THurspay, the 8th day of January, A.D. 1914. 


In the matter of the minimum through charge of the express companies subject to 
the jurisdiction of the board for shipments of express freight carried by two or 
more companies in Canada. 


Upon the consideration of the matter with representatives of the express com- 
panies, and the reading of what has been filed, and the recommendations of the chief 
traffic officer of the board— 

It is ordered as follows :— 

1. On and after February 1, 1914, shipments of express freight subject to the 
table of graduate charges for shipments weighing less than 100 pounds incorporated 
in the Express Classification for Canada approved by the board, the carriage of which 
between points in Canada involves the services of two or more express companies sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of the board, shall be charged the appropriate “graduate” under 
the lowest through or aggregate rate per 100 pounds. 

2. Section (c) of rule No. 9 of the conditions of carriage of the said Express 
Classification, imposing (subject to qualification) a minimum through charge of 60 
cents when the through or aggregate rate per 100 pounds is less than two dollars, shall 
be abolished on and after the said date. 

3. The said express companies shall, by lawful notice, jointly publish and file an 
amendment to the said Express Classification giving effect to this order on the said 
date. 

(Signed) H. L. DRAYTON, 


Chief Commissioner. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 118. 
File No. 548. 
TuurspayY, the 15th day of January, A.D. 1914. 


In the matter of the complaint of W. G. McMahon, of Winnipeg, Man., with respect 
to the refusal of railway companies to accept carload and_less-than-carload 
freight for flag stations when consigned “to order.” 


Upon hearing the matter at the sittings of the board held in Ottawa, October 23, 
1913, in the presence of counsel for the Canadian Pacific, Canadian Northern, and 
Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Companies, and what was alleged— 

It is ordered :— 

1. That railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board accept freight 
consigned “to order,” for delivery at “flag” stations, provided— 

(a) That the shipper consign the freight to the regular station of the delivering 
carrier on the direct route, nearest to, but short of, the flag station where delivery is 
desired ; 

(b) That the said shipper show on his shipping order the full address of the 
person to be notified of the arrival of the freight at the said regular station, and the 
name of the flag station at which delivery is desired. 

2. That the said addressee be given forty-eight hours, exclusive of legal holidays. 
from the time of the despatch to him of the said arrival notice, within which to give 
the agent in whose care the goods are held the endorsed bill of lading and directions 
for re-shipment to the flag station, lawful demurrage or warehouse storage, as the case 
may be, to be chargeable after the lapse of the said time allowance for any further 
delay in furnishing the said bill of lading and directions. 


20ce—324 
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3. That the additional charge for the further carriage from the said regular 
station to the flag station be the lawful local rate between the said stations in the 
case of less-than-carloads, and three dollars per car and the balance (if any) of the’ 
through rate from the original point of shipment, in the case of carloads. 


(Signed) D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


File 548. Shipments consigned “To Order” to Flag Stations. 


AssisTANT CHIEF COMMISSIONER: 

Mr. W. G. McMahon, of Winnipeg, has brought to the attention of the board 
the practice of railway companies of refusing to take shipments, either C.L., or L.Ox. 
to flag stations, when consigned “to order.” 

As a railway company has no agent at a flag station to guard the property pending 
proof of ownership by the production and surrender of the endorsed bill of lading, it 
is quite justified in refusing to accept shipments to flag stations when consigned “‘ to 
order.” 

This question was set down for the sittings at Ottawa, on the 93rd October last, 
for discussion with the railway companies; the Canadian Pacific, the Grand Trunk, 
the Canadian Northern, the Michigan Central, nad the Canadian Freight Asso- 
ciation being notified. After hearing what was submitted by the Canadian Northern 
Railway Company and the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company—the other parties 
notified not appearing—the matter was reserved. 

Tt would be convenient in many cases, to both shippers and consignees, if some 
arrangement could be made to provide for shipments consigned “to order” being sent 


to flag stations. As I have already said, they cannot be sent direct to flag stations; — 


but such shipments might be consigned to the nearest regular station short of the flag 
station and the consignee notified, his address being given in the shipping order by 
the shipper for this purpose. He could then send the endorsed bill of lading and the 
freight charges, if any, to the company’s agent, or produce them in person, and the 
goods could then be sent on from the regular station to the flag station. 


For the re-consignment from the agency station to the flag station, in the case 


of L.O.L. shipments, it would be fair to permit the railway company to collect the — 


local rate. It must be remembered that the railway company would have to perform 
a special service, and it should be paid a fair amount for it. The goods upon reaching 
the regular station, in the case of L.C.L., would have to be unloaded into the freight 
house and left there until the consignee sent, or called with, the endorsed bill of lading. 
The goods would have to be then re-loaded and again unloaded at the flag station. I 
think in such cases, the local rate from the billing point on to the flag station would 
be fair remuneration to the railway company. 


In the case of carloads, the unloading and re-loading mentioned in the case of 
L.C.L. would, of course, not have to be done. The car would be put on the siding and | 
left there, and the consignee notified. Then, when he had done what was necessary 
to release the car, it would be picked up by a way freight and left at the flag station. 
It seems to me that for this service, the rate should be through rate to the flag 
station, plus a three-dollar additional charge for the extra terminal service and for 
re-billing. This is the general charge which the board approved of for somewhat 
similar service by order 6901 of the 16th April, 1909, and it seems to me that it would | 
be fair remuneration to the railway companies for the additional service they would 
have to render in the present ease. A detention allowance of forty-eight hours from 
the time of the despatch of the notice of the arrival of the car by the agent to thel 
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consignee, should be sufficient for the surrender of the endorsed bill of lading at the 
agency station, after which the carrier will be entitled to charge and collect the 
authorized demurrage toll for each additional twenty-four hours (or part thereof) of 
detention, over and above the three dollars terminal service charge. 

A general order, embodying the above suggestions, may issue, laying down the 
practice which is to be followed by the railway companies in such cases in the future. 


Ottawa, January 8, 1914. 
DARCY SCOTT. 
I Agree, 
Sicds Me Las 
A. 8. G. 
GENERAL ORDER 119. 


Saturpay, the 31st day of January, A.D. 1914. - 


In the matter of various complaints received by the board stating that the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company, the Canadian Northern Railway Company, and the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada are removing regular station agents 
from various specified stations west of Fort William and Port Arthur, such 
complaints further alleging that such removal on inadequate notice works to 
the detriment of the applicants and the communities wherein they reside. File 
14895: : 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon it by sections 26, 28, 30, and 284 of 
the Railway Act, and of all other powers possessed by the board in that behalf— 

The board doth order that, whenever a railway company subject to the jurisdic- 
tion of the board, intends to remove a regular station agent, it shall first notify the 
local municipality or Board of Trade of its intention to apply to the board for an 
order permitting such removal. Such application and notice shall state the grounds 
on which such removal is sought to-be justified and shall, in each instance, show the 
gross earnings at the station in question from passenger as well as freight traffic and 
express business during the previous year. 

It is further ordered that no regular station agent shall be removed until such 
removal be first authorized by the board. 


(Signed), H.L. DRAYTON, 


Chief Commissioner. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 120. 
Tuespay, the 8rd day of February, A.D. 1914. 


In the matter of special tariffs filed by railway companies subject to the jurisdiction 
of the board, establishing certain charges for the detention, by shippers and 
consignees, of refrigerator cars, when loaded with perishable freight, over and 
above the car service toll prescribed by order of the board No. 906, dated Jan- 
uary 25th, 1906. File No. 1700-65. 


Upon the hearing of the matter at the sittings of the board held in Toronto, Janu- 
ary 27, 1914, in the presence of counsel for the Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk 
Railway Companies, the Toronto Board of Trade, the Canadian Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation, and the Ontario Fruit Growers’ Association, and what was alleged at the 
hearing— E 

; It is ordered that the special tariffs of charges for detention of refrigerator 
ears when used for shipments of perishable freight, published and filed by railway 
companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board, be amended by eliminating the 
clauses therein relating to detention at the points of loading of the said cars. 
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And it is further ordered that on the publication and filing of tariffs so amended, 
the general order of the board No. 115, dated the 19th day of December, 1913, and 
orders Nos. 21127 and 21128, dated the 29th and 27th days of December, 19138, respec- 
tively, be rescinded in so far as they affect the several railway companies filing said 
amended tariffs. 


(Signed) H. L. DRAYTON, 
Chief Commissioner. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 121. 


Tuurspay, the 26th day of February, A.D. 1914. 


In the matter of the complaint of the Dominion Millers’ Association and the Camp- 
bell Milling Company against the proposed increase in less than carload mileage 
rates on grain and grain products, published in tariffs of the railway companies, 
to take effect September 1, 1913; and the general order of the board No. 109, 
dated August 27, 1913, suspending the said increased mileage rates until fur- 
ther order of the board. File No. 22939. 


Upon its appearing that an agreement has been reached between the millers’ and 
the carriers’ representatives for a basis of less than carload mileage rates to apply on 
grain and grain products in lieu of the rates suspended under the said order No. 109, 
the agreed rates to become effective March 2, 1914. 


It is ordered that the said general order No. 109 be, and it is hereby, rescinded 
as from March 1, 1914. 


(Signed) D’ARCY SCOTT, 
Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 122. 


Wepnespay, the 4th day of March, A.D. 1914. 


In the matter of the General Order of the Board No. 116, dated December 24th, 1918, 
suspending, for the present and pending investigation, tariffs filed by railway 
companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board, increasing the minimum 
earload weights on buckwheat, oats, bran (in bulk), dried beet pulp, oat hulls 
(in bulk), pea hulls (in bulk), shorts, beets (except sugar), onions, turnips, 
and potatoes. File No. 23414. 


Upon the return of the notice calling upon the railway companies to justify the 
proposed increase in the minimum weights on the commodities referred to, the 
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, the Toronto Board of Trade, the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company, and the Canadian Manufacturers’ Association being represented 
. es ea a and what was alleged; and upon the report of the traffic officer of 

1e board— 


It is ordered that the said general order No. 116, dated December 24, 1913, be, 
and it is hereby, rescinded. 


(Signed) H. L. DRAYTON, 
Chief Commissioner. | 


_— 
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GENERAL ORDER No. 123. 


Tuurspay, the 19th day of March, A.D. 1914. 


In the matter of the application of the Canadian Northern Railway Company for 
an order approving form No. 981, Release of Responsibility in connection with 
the transportation of clothing, wearing apparel, and personal effects (all 
second-hand), in trunks, securely corded, on file with the board under file 

- Nos. 16749.82 and 8954: 


Upon reading what was alleged in support of the application and the report of 
the chief traffic officer of the board— 

It is ordered that the said form “Release of Responsibility,” No. 981, respecting 
the carriage of clothing, wearing apparel, and personal effects (all second-hand), in 
trunks, securely corded, submitted by the applicant company and on file with the 
board under the said file No. 16749.32, be, and it is hereby, approved; the said form 
of release being in the terms following, namely :— 


RELEASE OF RESPONSIBILITY. 
In connection with the 


Transportation of clothing, wearing apparel, and personal effects (all second-hand) in trunks, 
securely corded. 


MA Meee erate akon a Totes Tot eRe Nes eR ae er eee eye ibE al 
a = = 
Consignee and Destination. . Description of Shipment. 
READ THIS SPECIAL CONTRACT. 
ME CONSICELA TLIO Ue Ol pill Ory aot tedersuevelch nsidie. ctehonseomesapel san exch tehel crests Railway Company receiving the 


mMpOVe: Mmentioncd trunie COrstrunkss) Vat ans .ts 2% cieha scene ees ee Station for, CarriaeerlOmn-. ste ste ere er ae 
and waiving further protection than is afforded by the cording thereof, which cording I hereby 
declare to be good and secure, I do hereby undertake that no claim in respect to injury to or 
loss of the said property, or-any of it, will be made against the said company and its connections, 
or any of them, exceeding the amount of ten dollars for any trunk, or contents thereof, whether 
such loss or injury is occasioned by the negligence of the Company, its servants or agents or 


otherwise. 
Shipper. 


This release to be filed with shipping bill by shipping agent. 


And it is further ordered that the said Form of Release be hereby made applicable 
to all railway companies under the jurisdiction of the board; the said companies 
being hereby authorized to use the said form upon their respective lines of railway 
until the board shall hereafter otherwise order and determine. 


(Signed) H. L. DRAYTON, 
Chief Commissioner 


if 
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GENERAL ORDER No. 124. 


Tuurspay, the 30th day of April, A.D. 1914. 


In the matter of the operation by railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the 
board, of draw, or swing, or bascule bridges over navigable waters; and the 
question of regulations governing such operation. File No. 10291. 


Upon reading the regulations governing the operation of draw, or swing bridges 
over navigable waters other than railway bridges, approved by order in Council dated 
the 29th June, 1910, the submissions on behalf of the Department of Marine and 
Fisheries, and the report and recommendation of the chief engineer of the board; 
and in pursuance of the powers conferred upon the board under sections 30 and 232 
of the Railway Act, and of all other powers possessed by it in that behalf— 


It is ordered that the regulations to govern the operation by railway companies 
within the legislative authority of the Parliament of Canada, of draw, or swing, or 
bascule bridges over navigable waters, following, be, and they are hereby, approved, 
namely :— : 


1. Every swing or drawbridge over a navigable water shall be marked at night 
by a white light on each side of the navigable channel, by white light on each end of 
the swing protection, and by a lantern surmounting the swing span showing a red light 
up and down the channel when the passage is closed, and green when the swing is open. 


2. In the case of a bascule bridge of any description, it will suffice that a light 
showing green up or down a channel when the leaf or leaves are lifted, and red when 
the bridge is closed, be shown from one side or the other of the opening, or, preferably, 
carried on the end of the leaf. The white lights above described for a swing bridge 
also to be maintained. 


3. The signal to be given by a steamer to have a swing opened shall be two long 
followed by two short blasts of the whistle. 


4. Every swing or draw shall, whenever it is desired to have a vessel pass through 
the bridge, be in charge of some competent person present thereat, whose duty it shall 
be, upon being notified by whistle or in any other manner, that a vessel desires to pass 
through the bridge, to open the same as promptly as possible; and no such vessel shall 
pass through the bridge until the swing or draw is fully open. 


5. Where, as in the case of the Canadian Northern Railway bridge over the Red 
river at Winnipeg and the freight bridge of the same railway over the Assiniboine 
river at Winnipeg, traffic is so slight that a bridge is required to be opened not more 
than once or twice a year, the lights provided for under clauses 1 and 2 of this order 


are required to be lit at night only when a vessel desires to pass through the swing 
or draw. 


6. The Fraser River bridge, covered by order of the board No. 18626, dated 
February 6, 1913, and any other bridge covered by special order of the board whose 
terms differ from this order, shall be exempt from the provisions herein. 


(Signed) H. L. DRAYTON, 


Chief Commissioner. 
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ORDER No. 22428. 


Monpay, the 24th day of August, A.D. 1914. 


In the matter of general order of the board No. 124, dated April 30, 1914, prescribing 
regulations for the operation by railway companies subject to the jurisdiction 
of the board, of draw, or swing, or bascule bridges over navigable waters; and 
the application of the Department of Railways and Canals for an order amend- 
ing the said general order No. 124 to provide, for the purpose of differentiation 
between the signal given for the United States and the Canadian Canals at 
Sault Ste. Marie, the signal for the Canadian Canal Bridge be three long 
followed by two short blasts of the whistle. File No. 10291. 


Upon the reading of what is alleged, and the report and recommendation of the 
chief engineer of the board— 

It is ordered that general order of the board No. 124, dated April 30, 1914, be, 
and it is hereby, amended to provide that the signal to be given by a steamer to have 
the swing opened on the Canadian Canal at Sault Ste. Marie, in the province of 
Ontario, be three long followed by two short blasts of the whistle. 


(Signed) D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 125. 


Saturpay, the 30th day of May, A.D. 1914. 


In the matter of the complaint of the Vancouver Board of Trade alleging discrimin- 
ation in freight rates by the railway companies operating in the province of 
British Columbia; and the consideration of the matter of rates for the carriage 
of freight traffic upon railway lines in Canada west of Port Arthur, Ont. File 
No. 18755. 


Upon the hearing of the matter at various sittings of the board held in the 
presence of counsel for, and representatives of, the railway companies affected, the 
Dominion Government, the Governments of the provinces of Saskatchewan, Alberta, 
and British Columbia, the city of Winnipeg and the Winnipeg Board of Trade, the 
city of St. Boniface and the St. Boniface Board of Trade, the United Farmers of 
Alberta, the Canadian Manufacturers’ Association, and the Boards of Trade of 
Montreal, Toronto, Portage la Prairie, Brandon, Regina, Moosejaw, Saskatoon, Prince 
Albert, North Battleford, Edmonton, Medicine ~Hat, Calgary, Lethbridge, Nelson, 
Vancouver, and Victoria, the evidence adduced, and what was alleged, judgment, 
dated April 6, 1914, was delivered by the Chief Commissioner and concurred in by the 
other members of the board, a certified copy of the said judgment being attached 
hereto marked “ A.” 

It is ordered that the terms of the judgment, which is hereby made part of this 
Order, and the tariff changes therein directed to .be made, be complied with and 
become effective not later than 1st day of September, 1914. 

And it is further ordered that, for a period of two years from the date of this 
order, no rates at present in effect west of Port Arthur, Ont., be increased without the 


approval of the board. 
(Signed) DARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 
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GENERAL ORDER No. 126. 


File 4741-F, part 2. 
Tuurspay, the 28th day of May, A.D. 1914. 


Whereas by circular of the board No. 133, dated May 5, 1914, railway companies sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of the board were required to submit monthly in dupli- 
cate, reports on fires originating within 300 feet of the track and burning over 
an area of 100 square feet or more outside the right of way. 


And whereas application has been made on behalf of the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany for a declaration by the board that all reports submitted in accord- 
ance with the said circular No. 183 be treated as privileged, not open to the 
inspection of the public generally, nor copies given to applicants therefor. 


Upon reading of what is filed in support of the application— 

The board doth order that the report or reports submitted by railway companies 
in accordance with the said circular of the board No. 133 be, and the same is and are, 
hereby declared to be privileged, and shall only be made public or given out upon 
application therefor by order of the board. 


(Signed) DARCY SCOLE 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 127. 


Monpay, the 6th day of July, A.D. 1914. 


In the matter of the putting up and taking down of marker lights on cabooses, and 
circular No. 130, dated March 11, 1914, submitted to the railway companies 
subject to the jurisdiction of the board: 

File No. 13455.2. 


Upon the reading of the replies to the said circular filed by the railway companies 
and the report of the chief operating officer of the board, certain of the railway 
companies consenting to the adoption of the regulations particularly set out in this 
order regarding the putting up and taking down of marker lights on cabooses; and in 
pursuance of the powers conferred upon it by sections 30 and 269 of the Railway Act, 
and of all other powers possessed by the board in that behalf— : 

It is ordered that cabooses of all railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of 
the board be equipped as follows, namely :— 

1. Where cabooses are equipped with marker sockets in the lower position, 
markers shall be carried in such lower sockets. ’ 

9. All cabooses hereafter constructed shall be equipped with marker sockets in 
the lower position. 

3. All cabooses now in use not equipped with marker sockets in the lower position, 
shall be so equipped on or before the 1st day of November, 1914. 


(Signed) H. L. DRAYTON, 
Chief Commissioner. 


=" 
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GENERAL ORDER No. 128. 
File No. 11654. 
Monpay, the’20th day of July, A.D. 1914. 


In the matter of the general order of the board No, 102, dated February 17, 1913, 
prescribing Rules and Regulations respecting Safety Appliances on trains of 
railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board. 


Upon the report and recommendation of the chief operating officer of the board, 
and the reading of what is filed on behalf of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company— 

It is ordered that railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board be, 
and they are hereby granted an extension of time until the 1st day of July, 1916, within 
which to make the following changes, namely: 

(a) To change the location of brakes on all cars to comply with the standard 
prescribed in the regulations of the board, dated February 17, 1918. 

(6) To comply with the standard prescribed in the said regulations in respect to 


_ all brake specifications contained therein. 


(c) To change cars having less than 10 inches end ladder clearance within 30 
inches of the side of car, to comply with the said regulations. 

(d) To comply with the standard prescribed in the said regulations in respect 
to handholds, running-boards, ladders, sill steps, and brake staffs, except that when a 
car is shopped for work amounting practically to rebuilding body of car, it must then 
be equipped according to the standards prescribed in the said regulations. 

And it is further ordered that railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the 
board be not required to make changes to secure additional end ladder clearance on cars 
that have 10 or more inches end ladder clearance within 30 inches of side of car, or 
to make the changes in end ladders, side ladders, hand grips and steps which have been 
made in accordance with the provisions of section 264 of the Railway Act and the 
general order of the board No. 102, or to comply with the regulations of the board 
aforesaid, until the car is shopped for work amounting to practically rebuilding body 
of car, at which time such changes must be made to comply with the standards 
prescribed in the said order. 

And it is further ordered that railway companies be not required to change the 
location of hand holds (except end hand holds under end sills), ladders, sill steps, 
brake wheels, and brake staffs on freight train cars where the apphances are within 3 
inches of the required location, except that when cars undergo regular repairs they 
must then be made to comply with the standards prescribed in the said regulations. 


(Signed) H. L. DRAYTON, 
Chief Commissioner. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 129. 


File No. 24318. 
Wepnespay, the 22nd day of July, A.D. 1914. 


In the matter of increased special and competitive freight and express tolls, and sus- 
pensions thereof. 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon the board by sections 26 and 348 of 
the Railway Act, and of all other powers possessed by it in that behalf: 
Upon the recommendation of the chief traffic officer of the board— 


It is ordered as follows, namely: 

1. No toll contained in any special or competitive freight or express tariff 
referred to in subsections 3 and 4 of section 326, and subsection 2-of section 348 of 
the Railway Act, shall be advanced until it has been in force for at least thirty days: 
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Provided that when a special or competitive freight or express tariff contains a 
notice that any reduced toll shown therein will expire upon a given date, which date 
shall not be less than thirty days from the date upon which the said reduced toll 
becomes effective, the said notice shall be considered to comply with subsection 3 of 
section 328 of the Railway Act, as amended by section 11, 1-2 George V, chapter 22. 

2. Except of its own motion, or on special grounds advanced, the board will not 
ordinarily suspend, or postpone the effective date, of any tariff, or any supplement to a 
tariff, or any particular rate, or rule, or regulation of the carriers subject to its juris- 
diction, which directly, or in effect, increases the charge to be paid for the same or 
similar service, unless an application for suspension, or postponement, is received by 
the board at least fourteen days before the date when the charge complained against 
is published to become effective; such application to give the “O.R.C.” number of the 
schedule, and the items thereof complained against. 


(Signed) D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 130. 
TUESDAY, the 28th day of July, A.D. 1914. 


In the matter of the tariffs filed by certain railway companies, requiring additional 
railway tickets for the exclusive use of drawing rooms or compartments in 
sleeping and parlour cars; and the order of the board No. 21418, dated February 
me 1914, suspending the said tariffs pending investigation by the board. File 
Vo. 9451. 


Upon the hearing of the matter at the sittings of the board held in Ottawa, March 
17, 1914, in the presence of counsel for the Canadian Pacific, Grand Trunk, Ottawa 
and New York, and Canadian Northern Railway Companies and the Michigan Central 
Railroad Company, and what was alleged— 

It is ordered that the following schedules, in so far as their purpose is to increase 
the tolls previously charged for the said accommodation locally between points both 
of which are in Canada, be, and they are hereby, disallowed, namely :— 

Boston and Main Railroad Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. 233. 

Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. E-2410. 

Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. W-1592. 

Central Vermont Railway Company’s Tariff, O.R.C. No. 378. 

Grand Trunk Railway Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. E-1989. 

Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company’s Tariff, O.R.C. No. 317. 

Great Northern Railway Company’s Supplement No. 9 to Tariff (C.R.C. No. 


Main Central Railroad Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. 158. 

Michigan Central Railroad Company’s Tariff O.R.C. No. 1895. 

Rutland Railroad Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. 525. 

New York Central & Hudson River Railroad Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. 820. 
Toronto, Hamilton & Buffalo Railway Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. 935. 

Wabash Railroad Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. 818 and Supplement No. 1 thereto. 
And it is further ordered that, on the receipt of this order, the said companies 
forthwith and by lawful notice publish and file schedules giving effect thereto. 


(Signed) D’ARCY SCOTT, 
Assistant Chief Commissioner. 
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GENERAL ORDER No. 181. 


Monpay, the 6th day of July, A.D. 1914. 


In THE MATTER oF locomotive defects, and circular No. 127, dated February 24, 1914, 
submitted by direction of the board to railway companies under its jurisdiction 
for their consideration and report. File No. 21351. 


Upon the reading of the replies to the said circular, filed by the railway com- 
panies, and the reports of the operating officers of the board, the railway companies, 
after various meetings and discussions, consenting, to the adoption of the regulations 
particularly set out in this order regarding locomotive defects; and in pursuance of 
the powers conferred upon it by sections 30 and 269 of the Railway Act, and of all 
other powers possessed by the board in that behalf— 

It is ordered that the locomotive engines of railway companies subject to the 
jurisdiction of the board be not allowed to leave terminals, or to be used at terminals, 
in traffic service, on which any of the following defects exist, namely :— 

1. Steam leaks——Steam leaks from any part of the locomotive which render it 
impossible for engineer to see signals in sufficient time to enable him to bring his 
train to a stop within the required distance. 

2. Air brakes.—Air brakes on locomotives or tenders not in serviceable condition. 

3. Wheel defects—Locomotives with steel or steel tired leading engine truck 
wheels, leading or trailing driving wheels, or tender wheels with flanges worn 7s below 
M.C.B. wheel defect gauge for cars of less than 80,000 pounds capacity. 

‘Locomotives with cast-iron engine truck wheels and cast-iron wheels under tender 
weighing over 130,000 pounds, with flanges worn 75 below M.O.B. defect gauge for 
cars of 80,000 pounds capacity, or over. 

Locomotives with cast-iron wheels under tender weighing 130,000 pounds, or less, 
with flanges worn ys below M.C.B. defect gauge for cars of less than 80,000 pounds 
capacity. 

Locomotives with truck or tender wheels having shelled out-or flat spots over 23 
inches long, or so numerous as to endanger the safety of the wheel. 

Steel tires on locomotives worn hollow 2 inch in depth, or which are worn below 
safe limit of thickness. Railway companies to file with the board their standard limit 
of thickness of tires on all classes of locomotives, for approval. 

Flat or shelled out spots on locomotive driving wheels 3 inches long. 

4. Springs—Locomotives with defective springs on any part of locomotive or 
tender which are unable to carry their respective weights when locomotive is standing. 

And it is further ordered that the said railway: companies be, and they are hereby, 
required, on or before the first day of January, 1915, to equip their locomotives with 
double windows in the front of the cabs during the winter season, November 1 to April 
30; the same to be made air-tight. 

(Signed) D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 
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GENERAL ORDER No. 182. 


Fripay, the 2nd day of October, A.D. 1914. 


In the matter of the complaints of the Montreal, Toronto, Hamilton, and Edmonton 
Boards of Trade, the Shippers’ Section of the Winnipeg Board of Trade, the 
Ontario Wholesale Grocers’ Guild, the British Columbia Wholesale Grocers’ 
Exchange, the Retail Merchants’ Association of Canada (Saskatchewan Pro- 
vincial Board), the Wholesale Grocers of Regina, the Dominion Wholesale 
Grocers’ Guild, and Balfour, Smye & Company against the cancellation of mix- 
ing privileges in connection with carloads of groceries, dried fruit, and liquors 
from Eastern Canada points to points in Western Canada: File No. 18755.21. 


Upon the hearing of the matter at the sittings of the Board held in Montreal, 
September 24, 1914, in the presence of counsel for the Canadian Northern, Grand 
Trunk, Grand Trunk Pacific, and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies, the Montreal 
and Toronto Boards of Trade, the Montreal Liquor Associations, Balfour, Smye & 
Company, Eby, Blain & Company. The Wholesale Grocer’s Guild and Law, Young 
& Company being represented at the hearing, and what was alleged— 

It is ordered that the railway companies which, immediately before September 1, 
1914, had in effect by tariffs filed with the board arrangements whereby mixed carloads 
of groceries, classifying fifth class in straight carloads, and dried fruits, classifying 
fourth class in straight carloads, also foreign and domestic liquors in mixed carloads, 
were carried in each case at the carload rates applicable to each commodity respectively 
to destinations west of and including Port Arthur, Ont., publish and file tariffs restor- 
ing the said arrangements and making them effective from and including September 
1, 1914, until otherwise ordered by the board, the said arrangements having been 
abolished by tariffs published and filed by the following railway and railroad com- 
panies and numbered as follows, namely: Algoma Central, C.R.C 251; Boston & 
Maine, O.R.C. 1532, 1533, 1537, and 1542; Canadian Northern, C.R.C. W. 794, W. 789, 
W. 812, W. 813, and E. 485; Canadian Pacific, C.R.C. W. 1953, W. 1959, W. 1973, W. 
1979, E. 2843, E. 2844, and E. 2845; Central Vermont, ‘C.R.C. 962, 964, 965, and 968; 
Chatham, Wallaceburg & Lake Erie, C.R.C. 331, 332, 334, and Supplement 1 to 324; 
Dominion Atlantic, C.R.C. 421, 422, and 424; Essex Terminal, O.R.C. 236, 238, 239, 
and 241; Grand Trunk, O.R.C. E. 2958, E. 2959, and E. 2977; Grand Trunk Pacific, 
O.R.C. 23, 24, 36, and 41; Great Northern, C.R.C. 1049, 1064, 1066, Supplement 13 to 
925, and Supplement 3-A to 1019; Hull Electric, C.R.C. 32 and 33; Michigan Central, 
O.R.C. 2246, 2247, 2249, and Supplement 2 to 2200; Midland of Manitoba, C.R.C. 44 
and 47; New York Central & Hudson River, O.R.C. 3179, 3180, 3188, and 3190; Ottawa 
& New York, C.R.C. 1028, 1031, 1033, and 1036; Pére Marquette, C.R.C. 1789, 1790, 
1792, Supplement 8 to 1445, Supplement 6 to 1475, and Supplement 14 to 1041; Quebec, 
Montreal & Southern, O.R.C. 503, 504, 506, and 510; Quebec Railway, Light and 
Power, O.R.C. 73 and 74; Schomberg & Aurora, O.R.C. 87, 88, and 92; Thousand 
Islands, O.R.C. 250, 251, and 254; Toronto, Hamilton & Buffalo, C.R.C. 972, 978, and 
976; Wabash, C.R.C. 806, 807, and 809; Windsor, Essex & Lake Shore Rapid, C.R.C 
148, 144, 146, and 147. ; 

(Signed) DARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


GENERAL ORDER NO. 133. 


SaTurDAY, THE 19th day of December, A.D., 1914. 
In the matter of the proposed cancellation on the 1st day of January, 1915, of 
the arrangements whereby mixed carloads of foreign and native liquors, and mixed 
carloads of groceries, classified 5th class in straight carloads, and dried fruits classi- 
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fied 4th class in straight carloads are carried at their respective carload rates between 
points west and including Port Arthur, and thereto from eastern points. File No. 


18755.21. 

Upon hearing the matter at the sittings of the board held in Toronto, December 
12, 1914, the Toronto Board of Trade, the Montreal Board of Trade, the Hamilton 
Board of Trade, and other parties interested being represented at the hearing, and 
what was alleged; and upon reading the submissions filed—— 

It is ordered that the proposed cancellation of the said arrangements be, and it is 
hereby, suspended until further order of the board. 


(Signed) H. L. DRAYTON, 


Chief Commissioner. 


CIRCULAR NO: 94. 
Orrawa, October 21, 1912. 
File 20718. Accidents to employees through riding on pilots of engines. 


The board has, from time to time, received returns of a number of accidents result- 
ing in serious, and, sometimes fatal injuries to employees through riding on pilots of 
engines, and I am directed to ask that instructions be issued by railway companies 
subject to the jurisdiction of the board that this practice of riding on pilots of engines, 
except when switching in yards, must be discontinued under penalty of being discip- 
lined. 


By order of the board. 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR NO. 95. 
Orrawa, November 6, 1912. 
File 9610. Equipment of Electric Cars with Air Brakes. — 
I am directed to ask that all electric railway companies subject to its jurisdiction, 
furnish the board with a statement showing the condition of their equipment at present 


so far as power brakes are concerned. 


By order of the board. 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 96. 
Otrawa, November 6, 1912. 


Order No. 12225. Protection of Railway Employees. 


In connection with accidents and other matters reported upon by the board’s 
inspectors from time to time, the board has become impressed with the apparent 
unfamiliarity of a number of railway employees with the requirements of Order 
No. 12225, dated November 9, 1910, issued for the protection of such employees, and 
I am directed to ask that the contents of this Order be made known as widely and as 
thoroughly as possible. 


By order of the Board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary, B.R.C. 
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CIRCULAR No. 97. 
Orrawa, November 8, 1912. 


The board’s officers are of the opinion that the number of persons killed and 
injured in accidents due to derailments, head on and rear end collisions, would be very 
much reduced, if the trucks of the cars were SO attached to the body that the body 


could not leave the truck in case of derailment, head-on or rear-end collision. 
The board desires your company to give this matter serious consideration, so that, 
when this matter is spoken to at an early sitting, a decision can be arrived att. 


By order of the Board, 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 98. 
Orrawa, November 12, 1912. 


File 20847. Protection to Car Repairers while at work on repair tracks. 


The board’s attention has been called to several accidents which have recently 
taken place wherein car repairers have met with serious injury while working on repair 
tracks, and I am directed to state that all railway companies subject to the jurisdiction 
of the board will at the sittings to be held in Ottawa on Tuesday, December 3, 1912, 
be called upon to speak to the question of providing more efficient protection to car 
repairers working on repair tracks and to ask the companies to be prepared with 
suggestions and for a general discussion of the question on that date. 


By order of the Board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary, B.R.C. 


SUPPLEMENT No. 1 TO CIRCULAR No. 98. 


Orrawa, January 13, 1913. 
File 2087. Protection to Car Repairers while at work on repair tracks. 


I am directed by the board to ask that railway companies subject to the board’s 
jurisdiction file, within sixty days, a statement giving the name of each point at 
which car repairers are located, and explaining the manner in which car repair tracks 
at such points are now protected. 


By order of the board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary, B.R.C. 


SUPPLEMENT No. 2, To CIRCULAR No. 98. 


Orrawa, March 17,1913. 
File 20847. Protection to Car Repairers. 


Dear Sin—This matter was the subject of a general discussion at @ sittings of 
the board held at Ottawa on December 12, last. 

The present practice of using a flag for protection purposes is considered very 
unsatisfactory and a simple device, as set forth in the attached diagram, has been 
suggested for use. This could be made of light steel or wood, made so as to fold up, 
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and when opened up can hang on the ladder rungs by hooks, as shown by sketch “ A” 
on the sketch. The disk could project 18 inches beyond the car and be 10 inches in 
depth, with a hook on the bottom side for hanging a lantern for night use. This disk 
would not be subject to the caprice of the wind as a flag would, and would be readily 
discernible for the full length of any ordinary train. Furthermore, as it can be so 
easily applied, there will be no excuse for failure of employees to neglect its use. 
The board will be glad if the railway companies will give this suggestion careful 
consideration and let the board have their views thereon as early as possible, 


Yours truly, 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


SUPPLEMENT No. 3 TO CIRCULAR No. 98. 


Ortawa, April 3, 1913. 
File 20847. Protection to Car Repairers. 


Referring to the circular and supplements issued herein. I am directed to advise 
you that it is intended that the arm of the disc referred to, be painted blue, and that 
a blue light be used at night, as required by the Standard Rules. 

By order of the board, 

A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


: CIRCULAR No. 99. 
Orrawa, December 2, 1912. 
Application for Branch Lines, Section 222. 


I am directed to inform you that, in making application to the board for the 
approval of a branch line or spur, in addition to the plans required under the board’s 
rules and regulations, it will be necesssary for railway companies to supply munici- 
palities, in any way interested, with blue print of final plans. 

By order of the board. 

A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 100. 
Orrawa, December 3, 1912. 
File 1750, Pt. 4—Order No. 12225—Protection of Railway Employees. 


I am directed by the board to call the attention of the railway companies subject 
to its jurisdiction, to the requirements of clause 1, subsection “d,” section 8, of order 


No. 12,225, whereby— 
* Semaphores, signals, poles, or high or intermediate switchboards shall, 


within two years from the date of this order (November 9, 1910), be eithe: 
removed or changed so that the same“shall not be nearer than six feet from 
the gauge side of the nearest rail; or high and intermediate switch stands shall 
be changed to low or dwarf switchstands;” 
and to ask that you advise, within thirty days of the receipt of this circular, what 
action has been taken towards carrying out the said order of the board. 
By order of the board. 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


We—33 Secretary, B.R.C. 


514 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR OANADA 


5 GEORGE V., A. 1915 
CIRCULAR No. 101. 
Orrawa, December 27, 1912. 


File 21174—Location of Emergency Valve on Passenger Equipment. 


Dear Sir,—I am directed to inform you that at the sittings of the board to be 
held in Ottawa on Tuesday, January 7, 1918, the board will consider the advisability 


of standardizing the position of the emergency valve on passenger equipment in use 
by steam railways subject to the jurisdiction of the board. 
By order of the board. y 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 102. 


Orrawa, January 18, 1918. 
Sharp flange wheels on locomotives and tenders. 


The board’s inspectors are reporting quite a number of locomotives in service 
with sharp flanges on wheels of both locomotives and tenders, flanges in many instances 
being worn down to and below the master car builders’ standard allowance gauge. 

Some of these locomotives are running on fast passenger trains; and while it is 
expected that freight cars may sometimes be found with flanges on wheels in the con- 
dition deseribed above, it does not seem reasonable or safe to allow locomotives in 
service with wheel flanges worn so badly that they would not be accepted on cars 
at interchange points. 

The board would, therefore, urge upon you the importance of issuing to those in 
charge of the motive power on your lines of railway such’ instructions as will ensure 
change of wheels before flanges are so badly worn as to come under the M.C.B. 
standard defect gauge. 

By order of the board, 

A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 103. 


Orrawa, January 31, 1918. 


File 21173. Injuries to Enginemen, through derailment while running engine tender 
7 first. 


The board has been impressed with the number of injuries to enginemen (in 
some cases fatal), apparently due to engines being run tender first at excessive rates 
of speed; and hence the board directs that all steam railways subject to the jurisdic- 
tion of the board issue instructions requiring that engines running tender first, 
“other than suburban tank engines equipped with pilot on tender,” shall not exceed 
: Bpeed of 20 miles per hour, and that a copy of such instructions be filed with the 
oard. 

3y order of the board. 

A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 
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CIRCULAR No. 104. 


Ortawa, February 4, 1913. 
File 6718, Case 2846, re General Interswitching. . 


Dear Sir,—I am directed to inform you that at a sittings to be held in Ottawa 
on Tuesday, February 18 next, commencing at ten o’clock in the forenoon, the board 
will fake into consideration the proposed revision of order of the board No. 49838, 
dated July 8, known as the general interswitching order, and of the draft revise sug- 
gested by the board at the sittings held at Ottawa November 5, 1912, for examination 
and comment. 


By order of the board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 105. 


Ottawa, February 4, 1913. 
File 4205, Case 871, Flag Stations. 


Dear Sir,—I am directed to inform you that at the sittings of the board to be held 
in Ottawa on Tuesday, March 4, 1913, all railway companies subject to the jurisdic- 
tion of the board will be required to show cause why clause 4 of the board’s flag 
station order No. 9160, dated January 6, 1910, should not be amended so that the 
average earnings referred to in line 5 of said clause be $12,000, instead of $15,000 as 
at present. 


By order of the board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary, B.R.C. 


SUPPLEMENT No. 1, TO CIRCULAR No. 105. 
Ottawa, April 1, 1913. ; 
File 4205, Case 871, re Flag Stations. 


Dear Sir,—This matter came up for hearing at a sittings of the board, at Ottawa, 
Tuesday, March 4, when railway companies were required to show cause why clause 4 
of the board’s flag station order No. 9160, dated J anuary 6, 1910, should not be amended 
so that the average earnings referred to in line 5 of said clause be $12,000, instead of 
$15,000, as at present. 

The board desires the following statistical information in connection with this 
matter. 

(1) A statement of the stations where agents were put in in the year 1912 by the 
railway companies of their own volition. 

(2) A statement as to the amount of traffic, both freight and passenger, at each 
such station when the agent was installed. 

(3) Information as to the number of passengers, if possible, and also carload 
business as distinguished from L.C.L., showing the comparative volume as well as the 
income arising therefrom. 

Will you please see that this information is obtained and forwarded to me without 
delay. 


By order of the board, 
A.D. CARTWRIGHT, 


20c—334 Secretary, B.R.C, 
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CIRCULAR No. 106. 
Orrawa, February 6, 1913. 


File 3775-1. Reciprocal Demurrage. 


Dear SiR—lI am directed to inform you that at a sittings to be held at the Cen- 
tral Station building, Ottawa, Ont., on Tuesday, April 15, commencing at ten o’clock 
in the forenoon, the board will take up the question of reciprocal demurrage, and its 
suggested application in Canada. 


By order of the board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary, B.R.C. 


SUPPLEMENT NO. 1 TO CIRCULAR NO. 106. 


Orrawa, March 18, 1913. 
File 3775-1. Reciprocal Demurrage. 


I am directed by the board to request that all boards of trade, trade associations, and 
shippers who are interested in the hearing by the board at Ottawa, April 15, next, of the 
question of the suggested application of so-called “ reciprocal demurrage” in Canada, 
and have made complaints or representations to the board in connection therewith, file 
with the board, on or before March 25 next, full particulars of the alleged delays, or 
irregularities, upon which their complaints are based; these particulars to include car 
numbers, car initials, commodity, dates of shipment and arrival, points of shipment and 
destination, and name, or names, of the carrier, or earriers, together with facts perti- 
nent to the said complaints. 

A copy of such statement of particulars should be forwarded by the same mail to 
Mr, W. H. Biggar, general counsel, G.T.R., Montreal; Mr. E. W. Beatty, general solici- 
tor, O.P.R., Montreal; or Mr. R. H. M. Temple, assistant solicitor, O.N.R., Toronto; as 
the case may be, where either of these three companies is concerned. 

Tf the complaint is against any other railway, the copy should be forwarded to Mr. 
J. E. Duval, manager, Canadian Car Service Bureau, Montreal, Que. 

By order of the board, 

AD, CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


SUPPLEMENT NO. 3 TO CIRCULAR NO. 106. 


Orrawa, May 7, 1918. 
File 3775.1. Reciprocal Demurrage. 


L am directed to inform you that at a sittings to be held at the Central Station 
building, Ottawa, Ont., on Tuesday May 20, commencing at ten o’clock in the forenoon, 
= ease oe take up the question of reciprocal demurrage, and its suggested applica- 

ion in Canada. 


By order of the board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 
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CIRCULAR No. 107. 
Orrawa, February 22, 1913. 
File 4741-E. Clearing Rights of Way. 


I am directed to eall your attention to section 297 of the Railway Act, which pro- 
vides that “the company shall at all times maintain and keep its right of way free 
from dead or dry grass, weeds and other unnecessary combustible matter.” 

On account of the large amount of rain during the summer of 1912, the growth 
of vegetation was unusually heavy. On this account the fire danger along railway 
lines is likely to be great during the early spring of 1913 and the ensuing summer, 
unless prompt and vigorous action is taken as required by section 297, above quoted. 

The work of burning or otherwise disposing of combustible matter on rights of 
way should accordingly be begun at the earliest possible date in the spring and 
prosecuted vigorously until completed. 

Ags required by regulation 10 of order 16570 such supervision of burning must be 
provided as will prevent fires from spreading beyond the strip being cleared. 

Experience has shown that along portions of some lines, right of way clearing can 
be handled satisfactorily only by the employment of extra gangs. It is essential that 
each company take whatever steps are necessary to ensure prompt and efficient com- 
pliance with the requirements of section 297 of the Railway Act. 

The board requests that you submit a statement showing what arrangements have 
been or will be made for handling this work on your lines. 


By order of the board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary, B. R.C. 
GiRCU LAR ING. 108: 
Orrawa, February 22, 1913. 


File 4741-Part 3. Re Instructions to Employees regarding Fire Protection. 
Under Order No. 15570. 


Drar Sir—I am directed by the board to inform you that it has under considera- 
tion the amendment of regulation 15 of order No. 16570, to read as follows: 

Every such railway company shall give particular instructions to its 
employees in relation to the foregoing regulations, and shall cause such 
instructions to be posted and maintained at all stations, terminals, and section 
houses along its lines of railway. Said instructions to employees shall also be 
included in the employees time tables in use between April 1 and November 
1 of cach year. As to lines or portions of lines where in its judgement, the fire 
danger is not material, the Board may, upon application, waive the require- 
ments as to the posting of public notices and the inclusion of special instruc- 
tions in employees time tables. 

I am further directed to request that you submit to the board in writing, within 
30 days, any statement you may desire to make in this matter. 

There is enclosed a tentative draft of instructions which may be used, if desired 
as a basis for the preparation of special instructions to employees, as required in said 
rerulation 15 of order No. 16570. The issuance of these particular instructions is 
not prescribed. It is however, considered essential that the instructions to be issued 
shall embody the substance of regulations 6, 7, 10, 14, and 17 of order No. 16570. 


Yours truly, 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 
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WorkiING INSTRUCTIONS IN CONNECTION WITH Orper No. 16570 or THE Boarp or RaILway 
CoMMISSIONERS FoR Canapa, DATED May 22, 1912. 


To Hagmemen, Conductors, Brakemen, and Firemen: 

[t shall be the duty of train and engine crews on freight and passenger trains, 
when discovering a fire on or adjoining the right of way of the railway company, to 
stop and use every effort to extinguish such fire. In the event of this being imprac- 
ticable, either by reason of the extent of the fire or its distance from the right of way, 
the train shall proceed to the first telegraph station, where the conductor shall wire a 
report to the superintendent, giving the exact location of the fire, and the action taken 
by engine and train crews concerning same. It shall also be the duty of enginemen 
to stop and notify the first section gang passed, regarding any fire not extinguished 
as above. 

No employee shall do or cause damage or injury to any of the fire-protective 
appliances on any engine; open the back dampers of any engine while running ahead, 
or the front dampers while running tender first; or permit fire live coals, or ashes 
to be deposited on tracks or rights of way outside of yard limits, unless the same are 
extinguished immediately thereafter. 


To Agents: 

Enginemen and conductors of all trains have received instructions to report fire 
along the right of way and adjacent thereto, and it shall be your duty to notify the 
local fire inspector of the Railway Commission immediately, giving the exact loca- 
tion of the fire and its extent, and forthwith wire the superintendent, giving the loca- 
tion of the fire, the extent of the same, and any other information which may be of 
value, particularly as to the number of men needed to extinguish the fire. 


To Roadmasters, Assistant Roadmasters, Master Carpenters, and other Officials: 

In eases where fires are reported, it shall be the duty of any division official to 
proceed to the scene of the fire as quickly as possible and take charge of the work of 
fire fighting until he ean be relieved by the division roadmaster. The man first on the 


eround should organize his men to do the best work possible; and, when this is done, | 


he should immediately proceed to investigate the origin of the fire and fix the location 
where it started; get statements from all witnesses, and make every effort to learn 
the origin and fix the responsibility. The law, as now interpreted, practically makes 
this company responsible for fires starting within three hundred feet of the track, 
unless it can be shown that the company is not responsible. It is necessary, therefore, 
to determine positively the origin, in order to relieve the railway company of the 
responsibility. The first officer on the ground should endeavour to hold a joint investi- 
gation with the local fire inspector of the Railway Commission, or other local forestry 
officer, and agree upon the origin of the fire. This, will avoid disputes later on. 


To Chief Dispatchers: 

In all cases where fires are reported, it will be the duty of the dispatcher to get 
full information as to the extent of such fire, its location and the number of men 
necessary to fight it. It will also be the duty of the dispatcher to furnish whatever 
train service may be required to move extra gangs, section gangs, or bridge crews, 
to the fire immediately, giving this movement preference if the emergency requires it. 


#. ; ; 
T'o Sectionmen, Extra Gangs, and Bridge Foremen: 

In all cases where fire occurs, it shall be the duty of all section crews, extra gangs, 
and bridge crews to proceed immediately to such fires, and extinguish same, remain- 
ing as long as may be necessary to do this and it must be understood that this is the most 
important work that can be done, and that the carrying on of your work, though it 
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may be important, must be set aside until the fire is extinguished. The section fore- 
man on whose section the fire occurs, shall, in the absence of an official of the company, 
make a thorough investigation regarding the origin of the fire, and submit a full report 
to the Roadmaster.. 

Between April 1 and November 1, no ties, cuttings, débris, or litter upon or near 
the right of way shall be burned, except under such supervision as will prevent such 
fire from spreading beyond the strip being cleared. Officers of the Railway Commis- 
sion may require that no such burning be done along specified portions of the line, 
except with the written permission or under the direction of such officer. 


Penalty—(Regulation 17, Order 16570) 

“Tf any employee or other person included in the said regulations, fails or neglects 
to obey the same, or any of them, he shall, in addition to any other liability which he 
may have incurred, be subject to a penalty of twenty-five dollars for every such offence.” 


CIRCULAR No. 109. 
Ottawa, April 1, 1913. 
File 16513, Part 4. Locomotive Bowler Reports. 

The board is in receipt of information that there is now ‘and there has been for 
some time past unusu'al number of locomotive fire boxes damaged by shortage of water. 
In many cases the damage has been of a very serious nature, though fortunately acci- 
dents have not resulted in injuries to either enginemen or trainmen, but have only 
necessitated the “shopping” of the engine for heavy fire box repairs. 

In order to keep the board’s records of locomotive boilers correct, it is of the 
utmost importance that the board be furnished with a report covering all such damage 
as is referred to herein. The board therefore requests that these reports be forwarded 
promptly by the companies. 

By order of the board, A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 

Secretary, B.R.C. 
CIRCULAR No. 110. 


Orrawa, April 3, 1913. 


Accidents reported to the Board. 

I am directed to advise you that the board has decided that it will not hereafter 
deal with accidents occurring in railway shops or other manufacturing establishments, 
the property of railway comipanies subject to its jurisdiction; and that such accidents 
need not be reported to the board: but that all accidents occurring on the railway or 
in connection with the operation of the railway, including roundhouses, etc., must be 
fully and promptly reported to the board. 

By order of the board, 

A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 
CIRCULAR No. 111. 
Orrawa, April 24, 1913. 


File 4135, Part 4. Yard-Limit Boards. 


I enclose draft of order which the board proposes to issue in connection with 
yard-limit boards, anid I am directed to say that railway companies subject to the 
board’s jurisdiction will-be heard at the sittings of the board to be held in Ottawa on 
Tuesday, May 6 next, should they desire to make any objection to the order in any 
way or show cause why the order should not be made. 

By order of the board, 

A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 
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In the matter of the memorial of the Trainmen’s Association of Canada for the adop- 
tion of certain regulations by the board, having in view the protection of 
employees of the railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board. 
File 4135. . Part 3. 

Upon the report and recommendation of the operating officer of the board, and 
in pursuance of the powers conferred upon it by sections 30, 268, and 269 of the Rail- 
way Act, and of all other powers possessed by the board in that behalf. 

It is ordered as follows :— 

1. The railway companies under the jurisdiction of the board shall file with the 
board, on or before the 1st day of July, 1913, a statement of its yards, limits of which 
are indicated by yard-limit boards, showing the distance that these boards are located 
from the outer switches of such yards. 

2. Before any such company shall proceed to erect any yard-limit board upon its 
right of way after the date of this order, it must first obtain the approval of the 
board to the location of such yard-limit board. 

2 After October 1, 1913, rule 93 of the approved uniform rules for the operation 
of Canadian railways shall apply only to yards where locations of yard-limit board 
have been approved by the board. 

(Signed) DAROY SsCOLre 

Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


CIRCULAR No. 112: 
Orrawa, May 7, 1918. 


File 3775.3. Re Average Demurrage Plan. 

At the sittings of the board to be held in Ottawa, Tuesday, May 20 next, com- 
mencing at ten o'clock in the forenoon, the board will consider the applications of the 
Canadian Manufacturers’ Association and the Hamilton Board of Trade for an exten- 
sion of the Canadian Car Service Rules so as to include what is known as the “ aver- 
age demurrage” plan. 

By order of the board, A. D. GARTWRIGHT, 

Secretary, B.R.C. 


SUPPLEMENT No. 1 TO CIRCULAR No. 112. SUPPLEMENT No. 4 TO 
CIRCULAR No. 106. 


Ottawa, May 9, 1918. 
File 3775-3. Re Average Demurrage Plan.—File 3775.1. Re Reciprocal Demurrage. 


On representations made by the Canadian Manufacturers’ Association as to the 
material desired to be submitted, and that more time is required to collect and codify 
it to the best advantage, the board has determined that the consideration of reciprocal 
demurrage and its suggested application in Canada, also what is known as the “average 
demurrage” plan should stand until a special hearing to be held at the Central Station 
building, Ottawa, Ont., on Monday, June 16, next. 

Boards of Trade interested may send in their data from time to time as they 
desire, and present their cases entirely by written arguments. 

Boards of Trade in the West, who may desire to make specific representations to 
the board, may do so at the following points and times: Vancouver, B.C., court house 
Monday, May 19; Calgary, Alta., city hall, Monday, May 26; ddionhia Alta. eae 
hall, Tuesday, May 27; Regina, Sask., city hall, Thursday May 29; Winnipeg Matt 
tity hall, Friday, May 30; Fort William, Ont. city hall, Monday, June? = 

By order of the board, 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


es 
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CIRCULAR No. 113. 
Otrawa, May 20, 1913. 


File 15499. Protection of Level Crossings by Signal System either with or without 
deratls. 

The board is impressed with the large number of accidents occurring at level 
railway crossings (crossings of one railway by another) which are not protected by 
signal systém with or without derails approved of by the board; and I am directed 
to ask that railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board, show cause, 
in writing, within thirty days of the date of this circular, why an order should not 
issue requiring such railway companies to install and complete, within three years 
from the date of such order, an interlocking system to be approved of by the board for 
the protection of all level crossings which are not so protected between tracks of 
steam railways and between tracks of steam and electric railways. 

By order of the board, 

AyD CARIWRIGHT. 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 114. 
Ottawa, May 22, 1918. 
File 16932. Re Height of Freight Cars. 


I am directed to inform you that at the sittings of the board to be held in 
Ottawa on Tuesday, June 17 next, the board will take into consideration the proposi- 
tion that, by limiting the height of freight cars operated on railways subject to its 
jurisdiction to 13 feet 6 inches from the top of rail to the running board, trainmen 
would be safeguarded, and grade separation facilitated; also of the proposals sub- 
mitted by the Canadian Freight Association, in conformity with the suggestion that 
this object would be promoted by basing the minimum weights of the Canadian 
Freight Classification for light and bulky articles on the cubical capacity of box ears, 
instead of on their length, as at present. 

By order of the board, A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 

Secretary, B.R.C. 


SUPPLEMENT No. 1 TO CIRCULAR No. 114. 
Ortawa, July 8, 1913. 
File 16982. Re Height of Freight Cars. 


Since the hearing of this matter at the sitting of the board in Ottawa on Tues- 
day, June 17, last, further statistics have been filed necessitating another bearing 
which will take place in the City Hall, Toronto, Ont., on July 15 next, and the parties 
interested are requested to direct their attention to the effect of a prohibition on 
freight cars of over 13 feet 6 inches in height from the rail, which will give a height 
in the box itself of 8 feet; the question of the length or width of the car is not up for 
consideration nor-proposed to be limited. 

._ The parties are also requested to consider the effect of applying this limitation 
of 13 feet 6 inches to all movements from any Canadian point to any other Canadian 
point, whether routed through Canada or through the United States, to all movements 


‘from United States to Canadian points, and to all movements from Canadian to 


United States points, the result being that the only movement in effect under which 
high cars will continue to be used will be on traffic originating in United States 
points passing through Canada destined to United States points. 
By order of the board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


522 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


5 GEORGE V., A. 1915 


CIRCULAR No. 115. 
Orrawa, July 7, 1913. 


File 20,885—Sale of Round-trip Tickets by Conductors. 


I am directed by the board to ask that all railway companies subject to its juris- 
diction state, within thirty days from the receipt of this circular, whether their con- 
ductors have instructions to sell round-trip tickets to passengers boarding their trains 
at flag stations, or at stations where no agents are on duty immediately before the 
departure of trains therefrom. 

By order of the board. 


A. D.. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 116. 
Orrawa, July 8, 1913. 
File 4,741—Part . 


Your attention is directed to general order No. 107, comprising revision of fire 
regulations contained in general order No. 16,570. Three mimeographed copies of 
general order No. 107 are inclosed for your information and a further supply will be 
sent upon request. Printed copies of the order will be available for distribution in 
larger quantities within a short time. - 

Your attention is particularly directed to the changes from former requirements 
which occur in the new order in subsection (0) of regulation 5; regulation 6; sub- 
sections (a), (b), and (e) of regulation 13; and regulation 14. 

I am directed to advise you that action as to the issuance and posting of instruc- 
tions to employees must be taken at the earliest practicable date, covering the require- 
ments of general order No. 107, under the conditions set forth in regulation 14. You 
are required to submit within thirty days a statement showing the action which will 
be taken by your company in this connection. 

I am also directed to advise you that the requirements made by or under the direc- 
tion of the chief fire inspector concerning the construction and maintenance of fire- 
guards under regulation 9 of order 16,570, and with regard to the establishment of 
patrols under regulations 11 and 12 of said order, shall be considered as continuing in 
effect under the corresponding regulations contained in general order No. 107, except 
in so far as said requirements shall be modified by or under the direction of the chief 
fire inspector. 

By order of the board, 

A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 117. 
Ortawa, July 8, 1913. 
File 16,932—Re Cubical Base as Minimum for Light and Bulky Articles. 


I am directed to inform you that at the sitting of the board to be held in the city 
hall, Toronto, Ont., on Tuesday, July 15, commencing at ten o’clock in the forenoon, 
the board will consider the matter of substituting eubieal for the length of car basis as 
the minimum for light and bulky articles. 

sy order of the board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B-R.C. 


Yr 
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CIRCULAR No. 118. 


OTtTawa, July 28, 1913. 
Pile 11654, Part 2. Equipment of Locomotive Engines with steps. 


The inspectors of the board have called its attention to the faet that a number of 
railway companies subject to its jurisdiction are equipping their locomotive engines 
with steps on the front buffer beam or on the side post of the pilot, in accordance with 
the Interstate Commerce Commission regulations. The Canadian regulations, agreed 
to by the railway companies and approved by the board, February 17, 1913, do not 
require these steps. If, on account of international service, Canadian railway com- 
panies feel that it is desirable or advisable so to equip their locomotives in accordance 
with United States practice, the board directs that it shall be incumbent upon such 
railways to see that these steps are kept in good order and repair. 


By order of the board, 


A. D, CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 119. 
Ottawa, July 29, 1913. 
Files 10247 and 12016, Resuscitation from Apparent Death from Electric Shock. 


Attention is hereby directed to circular No. 37, issued by the board under date 
of May 3, 1909, regarding rules for “resuscitation from apparent death from electric 


shock.” : 


These rules have recently been revised under the auspices of the National Electric 
Light Association, T. CO. Martin, Secretary, 33 west 39th street, New York. The 
board deems it advisable that you should secure copies of them, and have them posted 
in Conspicuous places in every department, so that the knowledge therein contained 
shall be spread amongst all officials and employees of your institution. 


Attention is also directed to the advisability of warning employees about the 
absolute necessity of keeping away from all electrie light or power lines. On Feb- 
ruary 28, 1913, near Ingersoll, Ont., one railway man was killed by coming in contact 
with an electric power line through the medium of a tape line which he was using to 
measure the clearance between the rails and wires. He and his companions had 
acquired the bad habit of throwing a string over the power wires in order to deter- 
mine the distance between the wires and rails. On the occasion in question, as there 
was no string at hand, these men used:a cloth tape line and, unknown to them, a light 
copper mesh, which was woven within the tape line, conveyed current from the power 
line through one of the men to the ground, with fatal results. 

Two things are to be impressed upon your employees: First, to keep away from 
all electric wires; and, second, to become familiar with the rules for the resuscitation 
of persons apparently killed by electric shock; and to put these rules into operation 
when the occasion arises. 


By order of the board, 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, ; 
Secretary, B.R.C. 
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CIRCULAR No. 120. - 
Orrawa, July 30, 1913. 


File 6718, Case 2846, Part 8. Re Switching Charges and Practices. 


On the 4th of February, 1913, circular No. 104 was issued to the following 


effect :— 
I am directed to inform you that at a sittings to be held in Ottawa on 
Tuesday, February 18 next, commencing at ten o’clock in the forenoon, the 
board will take into consideration the proposed revision of order of the board 
3, 1908, known as the general interswitching order, and 


No. 4988, dated July 3 
of the draft revise suggested by the board at the sittings held at Ottawa 


November 5, 1912, for examination and comment. 


By order of the board, 


= 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
- Secretary, B.R.C. 


sion took place, but no definite 
as to their position; and the 
ritten submission on the whole 


At the sittings subsequently held, a general discus 
conclusion was arrived at by the railway companies 
board desires the railway companies to make their w 
question both as to practices and rates. 

In addition to the question of interswitching, many complaints have been receive 
by the board as to the loeal switching practices and charges. 

The board also requires the submissions of the companies as to what rules and 
practices should be followed and charges made for services of this character at all 
points of sufficient magnitude on the lnes of the respective railway companies to 
necessitate a local switching movement. 

As some of the objections raised by the companies as to switching movements of 
both kinds are based on insufficiency of the toll. the board desires the submissions of 
the companies to indicate the principle that, in the opinion of the companies, should 
be observed in arriving at a rate basis, ‘supported by particulars of cost the com- 
panies are put to in illustrative movements. 

By order. of the board, 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


Orrawa, September 23, 1913. 
File 6713, Case 2846. Circular 120. Re Switching Charges and Practices. 


Referring to the board’s circular No. 120, dated July 30, 1913, asking submissions 
fa mae ac tr E ‘s a : : 7 
of companies as to what rules and practices should be followed and what charges made 
for interswitching and local switching at all points of sufficient magnitude on the lines 
of the railway companies to necssitate a local switching movement, T am directed to 
ask that the railway companies interested forward the submissions asked for at their 
earliest convenience. 

By order of the board, 

A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 
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CIRCULAR No. 121. 
Orrawa, August 20, 1913. 
File No. 22955—Equipment of Locomotives with Air Hose-on the front end. 


I am directed by the board to advise you that at a sittings to be held in Ottawa 
on Tuesday the 16th day of September, commencing at ten o’clock in the forenoon, 
the board will take into consideration the matter of requiring railway companies 
subject to its jurisdiction to equip locomotives with air hose on the front end. 


By order of the board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 122. 
Ortawa, September 5, 1913. 


File No. 22939—Re General Order No. 109—Complaint of Dominion Millers’ Ass’n 
and Campbell Milling Company. 

I am directed to inform you that at the sittings of the board to be held in the 
Central Station building, Ottawa, Ont., on Tuesday, September 16, 1913, the railway 
companies will be required to justify the proposed increase in the less-than-carload 
mileage rates on grain and grain products published, the schedules having been sus- 
pended by general order of the board No. 109. 


By order of the board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary, B.R.C. 


SUPPLEMENT No. 1 TO CIRCULAR No. 122. 
‘ Orrawa, October 11, 1915. 


File 22939. Re General Order No. 109. Complaint of Dominion Millers’ Association 
and Campbell Milling Company re L.C.L. mileage rates on grain and grain 
Products. 

Referring to my circular No. 122, dated September 5 last, setting this matter down 
for hearing at Ottawa on Tuesday, September 16, I am directed to inform you that 
the board will hear this matter at its sitting to be held in the Central Station build- 
ing, Ottawa, Ont., on Thursday, October 23 next. 


By order of the board, 
AyD. CARLW RIG, 


Secretary, 1by JhGAOF 


SUPPLEMENT No. 2, TO CIRCULAR No. 122. 
Ortawa, October 16, 1913. 


Pile 22939-—Re General. Order No. 109—Complaint of Dominion Millers’ Association 
and Campbell Milling Company re L.C.L. mileage rates on grain and gran 
Products. 

Referring to supplement No. 1 to my circular No. 122, dated October 11, setting 
this matter down for hearing at Ottawa on Thursday, October 11, setting this matter 
down for hearing at Ottawa on Thursday, October 23, 1 am directed to inform you 
that the hearing of this matter has been postponed until a date to be arranged later. 


_ By order of the board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary, B.R.C. 
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CIRCULAR No. 123. 


Orrawa, September 6, 1913. 
File No. 16513, Part 4. Supplement 1 to Circular No. 109. Locomotive Boiler Reports. 


I am directed to call your attention to order No. 14115, dated July 14, 1911, and 
to ask that all boiler inspection reports be mailed direct to Mr. A. J. Nixon, chief 
operating officer of the board, Ottawa. 


By order of the board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR NO. 124. 


Ortawa, September 10, 1913. 
File 16513, Part 4. Inspection of Locomotive stay-bolts and crown, stays. 


In connection with order of the board No. 14,115 re inspection of locomotive boil- 
ers, it is found on checking over monthly and annual reports received, that few of the 
reports show renewals of either crown stays or stay bolts, as per question No. 8 of the 
monthly, and No..17 of the annual reports. As the intent of these questions is to show 
how these repairs are being kept up, it is important that all these renewals be shown 
when made either at the time of inspection or repair. 

By order of the board, 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR NO. 125. 


. Ortawa, October 23, 1913. 
File 23189. Air Testing Plants. 


I am directed by the board to ask that you forward at your earliest convenience 
information showing the points on your railway at which you have air testing plants 
for testing brakes on freight trains before they leave terminals. ‘ 
By order of the board, 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR NO. 126. 


Ottrawa, October 29, 1913. 
File 23328. Baggage Regulations. 


At the regular traffic sittings of the board to be held in Ottawa on Tuesday, Decem- 
ber 16 next, consideration will be given to the rules and regulations for the carriage 
of baggage at present in force on railways subject to the jurisdiction of the board. 

By order of the board, 

A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


———— 


x 
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SUPPLEMENT No. 1 TO CIRCULAR No. 126. 
Ortawa, October 31, 1913. 
File 23828. Baggage Regulations. 


Referring to my circular No. 126 of October 29 advising that at the regular 
traffic sittings of the board to be held in Ottawa on Tuesday, December 16 next, con- 
sideration will be given to the rules and regulations for the carriage of baggage at 
present in force on railways subject to the jurisdiction of the board, L am now directed 
to state that the matter has been withdrawn from the list and will not be heard. 

By order of the board, 

A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 127. 
Orrawa, February 23, 1914. 
File 21851. Locomotive Defects. 


I attach a memorandum in connection with various defects to locomotives which 
was agreed upon at a meeting attended by the representatives of the principal railway 
companies in Canada subject to the board’s jurisdiction. 

It is also desired to add a clause with reference to windows on locomotives as 
follows :— 

“Railway companies are requested to equip their locomotives with double 
windows in the front of the cabs during the winter season, November 1 to April 
30, the same to be made air tight.” 

Will you please advise the board within thirty days from the receipt of this cir- 
cular, what, if any, objections your company has to an order going embodying the 
regulations as herein set forth. 

By order of the board, 

A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


Locomotives must not be allowed to leave the terminals, or to be used at terminals, 
in traffic service, on which any defects exist, as prescribed in the following 
list :— 


1. Steam Leaks.—Steam leaks from any part of a locomotive which renders it 
impossible for engineer to see signals in sufficient time to enable him to bring his 
train to a stop within the required distance. 

2. Air Brakes.—Air brakes on locomotives or tenders not in serviceable con- 
dition. 

3. Wheel Defects——Locomotives with steel or steel tired leading engine truck 
wheels, leading or trailing driving wheels, or tender or steel wheels and flangers worn 
zz below M.C.B. wheel defect gauge for cars of less than 80,000 pounds capacity or 
over. 

Locomotives with cast iron engine truck wheels and cast iron wheels under ten- 
der weighing over 130,000 pounds with flanges worn +s below M.C.B. defect gauge 
for cars of 80,000 pounds capacity or over. 

Locomotives with east iron wheels under tender weighing 130,000 pounds or less 
with flanges worn 7s below M.C.B. defect gauge for cars of less than 80,000 pounds 
capacity. 


c 
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kk or tender wheels having shelled out or flat spots over 24 
inches long or so numerous as to endanger the safety of the wheel. ; 

Steel tires on locomotives worn hollow %-inch in depth or which are worn below 
Railway Companies to file with the Commision their stand- 
on all classes of locomotive, for approval. 
sn locomotive driving wheels three inches long. 
springs on any part of locomotive or 
e weight when locomotive is standing. 


Locomotives with truc 


safe limit of thickness. 
ard limit of thickness of tire 
Flat or shelled out spots « 
4., Springs.—Locomotives with defective 
tender which are unable to carry their respectiv 


CIRCULAR No. 128. 
Orrawa, March 10, 1914. 


File 4741-E. Clearing Rights of Way. 


T am directed to call your attention to section 297 of the Railway Act, which 
provides that “the company shall at all times maintain and keep its right of way 
free from dead or dry grass, weeds and other unnecessary combustible matter.” 

Attention is especially needed as to the annual growth of grass and other vege- 
tation on rights of way, particularly through forest sections. This can, as a rule, be 
readily and safely burned off as soon as the snow has disappeared from the right of 


way, and while the adjoining lands are still too wet to permit the spread of fire. 
an-up of yards and sid-” 


Attention is also called to the necessity for a thorough cle 
ings, especially where the peeling and loading of timber has resulted in the accumu- 
lation of inflammable debris. 

The work of burning or otherwise disposing of combustible matter on rights of 
way should accordingly be begun at the earliest possible date in the spring and prose- 
cuted vigorously until completed. 

As required by Regulation 9 of general order No. 107, such supervision of burn- 
ing must be provided as will prevent fires from spreading beyond the strip being 


cleared. 
The board requests that you submit a statement showing what arrangements 


have been or will be made for handling this work on your lines. 


By order of the board, 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 129. 
Orrawa, March 10, 1914. 


File 23352—Locking of main track switches and securing of other switches—Para- 
graph 4, Rule 104, Uniform Code of Operating Rules. 


i am directed by the board to draw the attention of railway companies subject to 
its jurisdiction, to the fact that it has from time to time received returns of a number 
of accidents resulting in serious, and sometimes fatal, injury to employees and passen- 
gers, as a result of non-compliance with paragraph 4 of rule 104, which reads as 


follows :— 
“Main track switches must be locked and other switches secured. After a 


——S ee 


it ai i a it 


— 


switch is turned, the points must be examined to know that they are in proper 


position.” 
Tam also directed to ask that such action be taken as will ensure strict compliance 
with the requirements of the said paragraph 4 of rule 104. 
By order of the board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 
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CIRCULAR No. 180. 


Ottawa, March 11, 1914. 
Pile 15455 6, putting up and taking down marker lights on cabooses. 


I am directed by the board to draw attention to the fact that several accidents 
have recently happened whereby trainmen have been injured while in the act of put- 
ting up or taking down marker lights on cabooses, and to ask whether the railway 
companies subject to its jurisdiction have any, and if so what objection to an order 
being issued requiring :— 

1. That where cabooses are equipped with marker sockets in the lower posi- 
tion, markers be carried in such lower sockets. 

2. That all cabooses hereafter constructed be equipped with marker sockets 
in the lower position. 

3. That all cabooses now in use not equipped with marker sockets in the 
lower position, be so equipped on or before the first day of November, 1914. 

By order of the board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary, B.R.O. 


CIRCULAR No. 131. 
Ortawa, March 11, 1914. 


File 19399 Part 2—In the matter of reporting railway accidents to the board, as 
required by section 292 of the Railway Act. 


I am directed to state that at a meeting of the board held in Ottawa on the 8rd 
of February, 1914, it was decided as follows:— 

In case a railway company subject to the jurisdiction of the board grants or has 
granted running rights or joint use of its line or any portion thereof to another rail- 
way company, and the latter company is concerned in an accident attended with per- 


| sonal injury on the joint section, both companies shall report to the board, as set out © 


in section 292 of the Railway Act and the forms issued thereunder. 
By order of the board, 7 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, =f 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 132. 
Orrawa, March 20, 1914. 
File 4,741—F'—Part 2.—Re Fire Reports. 


I am directed to advise you that the board has under consideration the advisa- 
bility of requesting railway companies to submit monthly, in duplicate, reports on 
‘fires originating within 300 feet of the track and burning over an area of 
| 100 square feet or more outside the right of way. It is proposed that the submission 
' of such reports shall be limited to lines or portions of lines to be broadly classified as 
running through forest sections. The information proposed to be requested as to each 

such fire is as follows :—-. ; 


| EP Teee tee SL, df 0h aa; SUDCIVISION: «0 Go cea Le Penge 
| aOR BOY CEOU nos soe dal? apes ea Rhee oat DY 2WhOMhs tas 

Means taken to extinguish.. ...... pe name 
| How far from track did fire start.. .... 


20c—34. 
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In what did fire start (as grass, old stump, old log, ete.).. ++ ++ ++ 


Probable cause of fire; ..5. he 0 Samer eae 
Area burned over: Grass or cultivated land.~. i ns. = eee 


Young forest growth .. -- ++ ++ se ee .acres 
Timbers. sv + woke eaten es os Beane . .acres 
Slashing or old burn not reforesting.. ..acres 
Total area burmedsin o. «4 o0)=*) <shepueeee ae 
Oharacter and amount of other property destroyed .. .. «+ «+ es 


I am directed to request that you advise the board within thirty days as to the 
attitude of your company with reference to this matter, with any additional sugges- 
tions you may care to make in this connection. 


. 6 8 0) 6. 87 27e 


Yours truly, 


—— — 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. | 


CIRCULAR No. 183. 
Orrawa. May 5, 1914. 
File 4741-F Part 2. Re Fire Reports. 


I am directed to advise you that in view of the replies received to circular No. 
132, the board has decided to request railway companies to submit monthly, in dupli- 
cate, reports on fires originating within 3800 feet of the track and burning over an 
area of 100 square feet or more outside the right of way. It is understood that the 
submission of such reports shall be limited to lines or portions of lines to be broadly 
classified as running through forest sections. The information to be furnished as to 
each such fire is as follows :— 


Tatas. to Se Ae eee . 2 Seas 

Tinie discovered: Gs. .a 20 a see es >». By whom .. 

Means taken to extinguish... .. .. .- «+ ++ -: 

How far from track did fire start... .. .. «2 «+ + s+ 2+ 20 8s 

In what did fire start (as grass, old stump, old log, CLG.) ce aera 

Probable cause of fire... <.0 eo ks ee © uel Bere ee ee 

Area burned over: Grass or cultivated land.. .. .. .- «+ --acres 
Young forest growth... .. .. «- ++ ++ - acres 
Timbers a os oa Cy) ae eee 


Slashing or old burn not reforesting.. .. -- 
Total area burned... .. .- -+ «+ te oe + -acres 


Character and amount of other property destroyed.. .. .. ++ => 
The prompt submission of reports in accordance with the above is requested. 
Sach reports should be submitted direct to -the chief fire inspector of the board at 
Ottawa, or to such local officers of the board as may be specified by the chief fire 
inspector. The question as to the lines or portions of lines to be covered by these 
reports will be determined by the chief fire inspector, who will communicate directly 
with the railway companies regarding this matter. 


Yours truly, 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, } 
Secretary, B. R.C. 
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CIRCULAR No. 134. 


Orrawa, May 26, 1914. 
File No. 7179.— Working Time Tables. 


I am directed to call attention of the railway companies subject to the board’s 
jurisdiction to the necessity of filing with the commission working time-tables, and to 
ask that your company arrange to send to the board’s chief operating officer three 


copies of each working time-table or supplement thereto at the time of its going into 
effect. 


By order of the board, 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B. R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 135. 


Ottawa, August 21, 1914. : 


File No. 9451.—Increased tolls for exclusive use of drawing rooms or compartments 
in sleeping and parlour cars. 


General order of the board No. 130, dated the 28th day of July, 1914, disallowed 
increased tolls for the exclusive use of drawing rooms or compartments in sleeping 
and parlour cars, locally between points both of which are in Canada. 

The railway companies are required to show cause in writing on or before the 7th 
day of September, 1914, why the same action should not be taken as to the Canadian 
portion on international movements. 


By order of the board, 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 136. 


OTTawa, October 17, 1914. 


File No. DeIO2latertretation of Section 4 of Order No. 12225 (General Order No. 
65), re conductors for light engines. 


The attention of the board having been called to different interpretations put 
upon section 4 of order No. 12225 (general order No. 65) it is ruled:— . 

That in the case of the movement of a light engine, or two or more light engines 
coupled, for a distance greater than 25 miles, when the movement is either on a single 
track or against the current of traffic on a double track, the word “conductor” as used 
in section 4 of order 12225 (general order No. 65), shall mean one regularly appointed 
for service as a conductor and possessed of the qualifications set out under subsection 
“b” of section 6, of the aforesaid order. 


By order of the board, 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 
20ce—343 
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CIRCULAR No. 187. 
OTTAWA, December 9, 1914. 


File 25177.—O peration of Crossing Plants at Crossings between Steam and Electric 

Railways. 

At the sittings of the board to be held in the city hall, Toronto, Ont., on Friday, 
December 11, 1914, commencing at ten o’clock in the forenoon, railway companies 
subject to the jurisdiction of the board will be required to speak to the question as to 
why in the case of a steam railway crossing an electric railway, where there is a heavy 
movement by the electric railway and only an infrequent movement by the steam rail- 
way, the employees on the train of the steam railway should not operate the plant when 
desiring to make a crossing, leaving it normally clear for the electric railway. 


By order of the board, 
_A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


- 


CIRCULAR No. 188. 
Orrawa, December 19, 1914. 


File 24942—Changes in Time-Tables. 


At the sittings of the board to be held in the Central Station building, Ottawa, 
Ont., on Tuesday, January 5, 1915, commencing at ten o’clock in the forenoon, railway 
companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board will be required to speak to the 
question of having public time-tables printed and distributed for the public notice ten 
days before same take effect, and to furnish the board with copies of working time- 
tables, or notices of cancellation of trains seven days prior to effective date. 


By order of the board, 
AL, CARTWRIGHT, = 


Secretary, B.R.C. 
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APPENDIX L. 


| A list of General Orders and Circulars of the Board to December, 1914. 


Subject. Gen. Order No. Page. 
Baggage, release of responsibility, in connection with transportation of - 
clothing, wearing apparel, etc.. .... Se eh OL Re RS £23 503. 
Buckwheat, etc., increasing of minimum Radioadt aretoh ae OUR mete’ ces en a 116 498 
_° Buckwheat, etc., increase of minimum carload weights on.. .. . ; 122 502 
Baggage, carriage of trunks containing wearing apparel ead hes 
CLEC CI SMD Veron LES CU ICCMa ae Ac soise i cicr tert aul feo ske le ionees. earls 110 485. 
Cartage winereaserin oltar Ges LOI. « buvGeus ct Ge Saas cbk Mee Neh ares er $9 424 
ie ATBe sD Le SSUTA LCSUONUwe merit Wien eee. sap ic auld # sez) eiehgeanhty ee ee 111 486 
CREAT Ime KD RESSET ACG = Olsen em Ue, Meee ae, fi oral See cP Gatlin ole cfs RRS moses bata 112 A487 
Demurrage tolls, increase on Nam bid noe aoe H : EE ER ETON IE 97 421 
Drawbridges, swing or petted “ar pans on ents peti aben (See also 
Ocder 74225) aoeatea. os . Seen Rep sme pate cine SMU pe 7 New enite leo fo Byhyets 124 504 
Drawing rooms ad Coneear eens: be ahaa SGOT BP chetbel cy ooh vate) sve ale 130 508 
IWmbargoes.. .. . < ie Ate ae cee Soares, AGN! So Bs 95 420 
Explosives, veers ee ee CARRIaSerOleces rive Ge cepts eo kf fede tire. a 100 425 
_ Explosives, amending rules and iawulacons LOLECALEIASCROL ace cis weleu 105 475 
EZPECSSTPAtes ay £6 he wales Mme aheiecateny sahe % vise : at eer en 104 467 
Iixpress freight Coed us a or more companies, animes oe st alee LA, 499 
Express and freight tolls, competitive, increased special, and suspen- 
| sionszthereoLa seeks & nO Oe Laos Eee aa 129 507 
| Fire guards, tion ees Gena Order 16570. Mol TeR aM etekisty ie “om evmURr oop sve) Roan 107 480 
| SIRCRREDOULS ION t hl Vers cemeteries ae Tod ee le wla cs 126 506 
| Flag stations, refusal of cabwag companies to newepe carioad ana nee 
ie than carload freight for, when consigned “‘to order”... .. .. .. +. 118 499 
| MReiehimnabesatieVestenn=O©amadace taco actiaer ss Geese a ote Sa Sel we ee 5 505 
Freight and express tolls, competitive, increased special, and suspen- 
sions. thereof... 2.2... ; Seah hank han, bo Meaede ts 129 507 
Grain and grain praddes, fese tan Satie See FALESHOM SS seey ie) sks 109 5 
Grain and grain products, less than carload mileage rates, increase of.. 121 50% 
Groceries, dried fruits and liquors, mixing privileges in connection with 
' Carloads Of. 2... se x ; SUS Cian eer ges 132 510 
Hearing and Ey eaient of ES Peinloyaes: ating of. STAN igs crea “Kivs 103 467 
Eeated. cars tor carriase of perishable freight... .20).. % 0). .th a. fel ss 101 443 
| Highway crossing Signals, specifications for.. .. .. ae 96 420 
Liquors, cancellation of arrangements for foreign Sere native ears: 133 510 
Locomotive boilers, amending rules and regulations for testing of, and , 
t their appurtenances... 106 480 
- Locomotive defects. 131 01 
~ Marker lights on ies. aca adam Ke 127 506 
|| Refrigerator cars, fenisnine of, toe carriage of péerisnanie freloire: 98 423 
115 497 


) Refrigerator cars, detention of. : 
Refrigerator cars, charges for arto oe een (oaaren! seit Goistiaple 


TUCU SON ay se) oh as ¢ ae Se LP COSI Os, FOOD te Ea Omer ae pocep oe 120 501 
Safety Eek aa Se adertia, Paleo ‘ : 102 443 
Safety appliances, rules and sn eeulattons respecting... 128 507 

| Station agents, removal of regular... 119 es 
| Telephone agreements.. nk 114 493 
Wires crossing railways, rules for.. 113 487 
108 484 


PEMA OAT Sots | aoe: foes GiSe sleouec, sah ee 1G es pie Sane gre tele, ae ine 


a 


Circular No. 


95 


Sup. 
Sup. 
Sup. 


Sup. 
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Subject. 


FEmbargoes.. .- ew ee ic 
Highway crossing ‘signals, specifications for. eo. ets a) OOS Uaey [a eee Sere 
Demurrage tolls, increase of.. .. 

Refrigerator cars, furnishing of, for carriage “of perishable freight. 
Cartage, increase in charges fore wT2 + eae we Be} seed eee 
Explosives, regulations for the carriage of. oe 

Heated cars for carriage of perishable freight. : ry 
Railway safety appliance standards... .. Pre hee PG 
Hearing and eyesight of railway employees, testing of. . 

Express rates. : 

Explosives, amending rules: and ‘regulations for carriage “of. Pet 
Locomotive boilers, amending rules and ike Ly for testing ee and 


their appurtenances.. . Bt ES Petites eee 
Fire guards, amending General: Order 16570. RP i A Re 
Yard limit boards.. .. ai aie She 


Less than carloads mileage rates on ‘grain ‘and grain products. . aEtene 
Baggage, carriage of trunks containing wearing apparel and 1 wessonsl 


effects by freight Service=.. = oy << soci ele gare: oe unk nceor as 
-Cream, express rateS ON.. 4. «+ ee ee ees 
Cream, express rates on.. .-. OS OMe ee 
Wires crossing railways, ‘rules for. ee en has Sa cee 
Telephone agreements... .. . Rie ie Soiree 
Refrigerator cars, detention of. ; ; ae eer 
Minimum carload weights on puckwheat, etc, increasing of.. Spctee: slay 
Shipments of express freight carried by two or more companies in 
Canada. 


Flag stations, refusal of Tailway companies. to “accept ‘carload and ‘less 

than carload freight for, when consigned “to order ” 5 Place 
Station agents, removal of TESUlAT ale elacbre GPa 
Refrigerator cars, charges for detention of when loaded with perishable 


freight... Pere fey AEE IR A or, 
Less than carload ‘mileage rates ‘on grain. and grain pane increase 
(Oates see Stevens 


Minimum carload weights on " puckwheat, ree "increase ‘of. naire 

Baggage, release of responsibility in connection with transportation of 
clothing, wearing apparel, etc.. .. 3 : 

Drawbridges, swing or bascule pridges, on “navigable waters. ” (See also 


Order 24228).. .. 2 Gre. lel tee is Dre his ete Seton 
Freight rates in Western Canada.. Ras alate so cls: Scho gate aE ents 
Fire reports, monthly. A. 4) <%= 2+, eels 2 == init ct ieee ee 
Marker lights on cabooses. wie ek supine? EE el 
Safety appliances, rules and regulations, respecting. ee as 


Competitive freight and express tolls, increased special, and suapers 
sions thereof. 4 Ae ota 

Drawing rooms and corapartraerts, exclusive use of. 

Locomotive defectS.. .. .. + + “ Ay hei, ae eS 

Mixing privileges in connection with carloads Of groceries, dried fruits 
and liquors. oo gaexe eve eer 

Liquors, cancellation of arrangements for "foreign ‘and native liquors. . 

Accidents to employees through riding on pe of engines. 

Equipment of electric cars with air PASS cy Se Sue bre: Weis: Wear 

Protection of railway employees.. .. Jie eae’. OL eee 

Persons killed through derailments, head on and rear end collisions. . 

Protection to car repairers while at work on repair tracks. 

Protection to car repairers while at work on repair tracks. 

Protection to car repairers. F 

Protection to car repairers.. . 

Applications for branch lines, section 222. 

Protection of railway employees. (Order 12225). . oes 

Location of emergency valve on passenger equipment. . i bac ees 

Sharp flange wheels on locomotives and tenders. ' 

Injuries to enginemen enh a derailment while running “Gnetne "tender 
first. Rot a 

Intersw itching, general. . 

Flag stations. 

Flag stations.. . aoa 

Reciprocal demurr age. 

Reciprocal demurrage. 

Reciprocal demurrage. 

Clearing rights of way. A oie eee ee eae 

eee to employe ees regarding fire ‘protection under Order No. 

Locomotive boiler reports. : 

Accidents pceree to the Board. 

Yard limit boards. 


as webpe em 61s. 2 el (oe eee 


Page. 
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420 
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Circular No. Subject. Page 
112 FA VCE AS ORMCIULL AS CUPL es: cb eee One eee dee tekl oie loa e aloe ee ee 520 
HEL ZES IO al eGo ARV CLAS CIC EMUTL ARG one Gel mis Mae wy hota MeL aki eriniea ee ate Rear ice 520 
106 Sup. 4 Reciprocal demurrage. . ors 520 
113 Protection of level crossings by. signal system. either ‘with. or “Without 
GEtAIIS 4) t0s ean a PRD fond Picea Vale hekcty spores yt teh ene aae eae ees 521 
114 Height of freight cars. . ihe InSaS? We tit rome Re tON aoe sec] Meer £0) War teeth wer cy UG haere 521 
114 Sup. 1 Height of freight cars.. .. IPED LSE, oh ro SIR Sie ROR Oa Oe SERIES 521 
115 Sale of round trip tickets by conductors. ate ae: Pinks Hope Gee En ROA kale 522 
116 iTS (-LUATAS on 600 sere Pare ecyONl te eee 522 
wi ag Cubical base as minimum for light ana bulky articles. set eee eine oleae 522 
118 Equipment of locomotive engines with steps.. .. saipievenremss tele 523 
a) Resuscitation from apparent death from electric shock. ie aad bayer trai 523 
120 Switching charges and practices.. .. . icc cabio eo oeeeke 524 
121 Equipment of locomotives with air hose | on ‘the front end. , ee ens 525 
122 Grain and grain products, increase in L.C.L. mileage rates on.. .. .. 525 
122 Sup. 1 Grain and grain products, increase in L.C.L. mileage rates on.. .. .. 525 
122 Sup. 2 Grain and grain products, increase in L.C.L, ee rates on... eects 525 
123 Locomotive boiler reports.. .. < insSe eset aaa teil 526 
124 Inspection of locomotive stay- bolts and crown stays. tS set Srey ae 526 
125 PATEBCCS UNE BL A ILS ee mene mt eeae en cor Taira: en mera os: wt sees karte osha ee Ne 526 
126 Bem se ce nintionsi et, 6 kt, cen. 8. ea 526 
UZ OE SUD peas SAS eerCe UlatONS waives Liane etek, vn ee ee ok nd ee ee 527 
127 EO COMO LIV CRA CLC CLS nwmee Np meeTE eae hays ) ceases PNG ec wtieak ccs LE 527 
128 Clearing rights of way. phases Ae erae er 528 
129 Locking of main track switches and ‘securing of other. switches. Ege nd 528 
130 Putting up and taking down marker lights on cabooses.. .. .. ....- 529 
131 Reporting railway accidents to the Board.. .. .. .. .. .. ss se ee 529 
132 INGE CDONUS yh POM eae pare ck ee Ten. cote cca S Gate vlob oe ieee 529 
133 Fire reports.. .-; Mra ote MoM Chea camo ee etl shes hake ancy mec Making oe 530 
134 Working, time tables. PAC epost ahet ee te. oe 531 
135 Drawing ‘rooms and compartments, exclusive ‘use of. ee aa ep oP ae 531 
136 Conductors for light engines.. .. 531 
137 Operation of crossing plants ‘at crossing ‘between ‘steam and electric 
railways.. .. Lave at curate ane ek ete aul aha SO cokers atk cone ao cus aver eras 532 
138 Changes in time tables.. Cos hn Tk HOA CEA ER ea a OO ee orn Boe 532 
Circular No. Page. 
Accidents to employees through riding on pee OLNONSINES:=,.0 mee were ee 94 511 
Air brakes, equipment of CLECOTICL CATS RWiAthi eae teen Ae ome a). iene a 95 511 
Accidents reported to the Board.. .. ROE MaMa Shor aeiey Mareen eto 110 519 
Accidents, railway, reporting to the Board. ats Seed ers chen tae cts 131 529 
Air hose, equipment of locomotives with, on . front. end. ai ee hoes ews 121 525 
Air testing plants. . POMC a etCeMeNs Me seis ch. IN Ais nets oy tag ee per epel Tee evens oko kee ss 125 526 
ee ph 126 526 
BAR L Ar eELeS DIO IONS tame mmr? Sem Mey arn nee SEU Ph it es OS ke 126 Sup. 1 527 
EL OMer ar CDOS MIOCOMOLIVIEM sii teur aren cee aie izhen sor lee en cinh aca, Nobo aeee aks 109 519 
Boiler reports, locomotive.. .. ESE NY PEO ich be torhitn tar eat eh 123 526 
Branch lines, applications for, section 222. Aiea re emer ne Pech eee 99 513 
Cabooses, putting up and taking down maker lights on. ae Gra teeier ees 130 529 
Car repairers, protection to, while at work on repair tracks. Le a see 98 512 
Car repairers, protection to, while at work on repair tracks.. .. .. .- 98 Sup. 1 512 
Be rorepairers! protection 6. % <." 0s. so woe Pn omc a eo one eet ee 98 Sup. 2 512 
iC ATELCDAILCIS PLOLECLIONMCO ts scl, te: oes trek else aie MGA TO ete cl tats 98 Sup. 3 513 
elC ARIS PEAS HUSRO LY Wal yeti ies Bare WI Oy Mech co. aranoaie suetiote? lenge at beta are abon ore 107 517 
Clearing rights of way.. .. . : : 128 528 
_Collisions, persons killed through derailments, head on ‘and rear end. 97 512 
Conductors for light engines. 136 531 
Crossing plants at crossings between steam sand electri ic railways, boperas 
] tion of. pia. 0k 137 532 
Crown stays, inspection of locomotive stay-bolts and.. .. 124 526 
Cubical base at minimum for light and bulky articles. . 117 522 
Demurrage, reciprocal... .. 106 516 
Demurrage, reciprocal.. . pepe Ue Tyee 
Demurrage, reciprocal. . 106 Sup. 2 one 
Demurrage, pectoral. Preis oes 106 Sup. 4 uae 
Demurrage, average. pened WAP ar ot cc 112 cee 
Demurrage, average.. . 112 Sup. 1 pa 
Derailments, head on and rear end. collisions, per sons killed ‘through. 97 512 
Derailment, injuries to enginemen through, while running engine tender ae E14 
PEDAL Pits ere oss io 
Derails, protection of level " crossings by signal system either ‘with or ae cot 
<a non att Sacto centile oa siete fete 1ae Fat 
Drawing rooms and compartments, exclusive use ‘of. ee ape or ote Won tes oe 528 
Electric shock, resuscitation from apparent death from.. BON SLOG ae aa ey 


Emergency valve on passenger equipment, location of.. 
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Circular No. Page — 

Engines, accidents to employees through riding on pilots of.. .. -+ -- - 94 511 
Equipment of locomotives with air hose on the front eta. 3 oe ae ee 121 525 
Flag stations... v= <5 64-0 no gen emo (oi cmies irl I ee 105 515 
Flag stations.. .. ee os tte an She MRS ene oot 105 Sup. 1 515 
Flange wheels ‘on locomotives and tenders, “shap. Pg Mian bee nae 102 514 
Fire guards... .. se Ct arte ors 116 522 
Fire protection, instructions to employees ‘regarding, under Order No. 

GBTOS sc icles gb pee nec neler, one) uy © etm ata: ee ip'e One) ot tet ie ann nee ae 108 5LT 
Mire reports. «7 4¢ ++ 115th Stes 1 ES rc 132 529 
Fire reports.. .. Sogn gicl Cote pave: Je Re cleo. totes eltcieg cl ecu Notte tmtatrei aia i Me MS 133 530 
Freight cars, height of.. ern er Tree Hrs os clic sos og Ol 6 feo 114 521 
Freight cars, height of.. PR RREM Sac er 114 Sup. 1 521 
Grain and grain products, increase in L.C.L. mileage rates on.. .. «+ +> 122 525 
Grain and grain products, increase in L.G.L, mileage Tates On. i. Veer 122 Sup. 1 525 
Grain and grain products, increase in L.C.L. mileage TALES OM. cee eter 122 Sup. 2 525 
Injuries to enginemen through derailment while running engine tender 

HAYS H< ss ere rrr errr Fert RO ee Ee 103 514 
Interswitching, general. ee I en oss oh oh Gt eet 104 515 
Location of emergency valve on passenger equipment.. .. «+ «- ++ +: pant 514 
Locomotives and tenders, sharp flange wheels on.. .. -.)-- «+ ++ ++ *> 102 514 
Locomotive boiler reports... os. «ls ae we be are ee) epee or teres 123 525 
Tocomotive boiler reports. cs ie tk ote edhe, Speed reueynelr em oe 109 519 
Locomotive defects.. .. oo a tle ord ce SID een eRe 127 527 
Locomotive engines, " equipment ‘of, with ‘steps. . ae oy Such epee 118 523 | 
Locomotive stay-bolts and crown stays, inspeetion of. Sai ® eects 124 526 
Light and bulky articles, cubical base as minimum for. Se Re ced Meoek tees Lit 522 
Light engines, conductors for.. .. . Oe 136 531 
Main track switches, locking of, and securing of other awitches, sae iene 129 528 
Marker lights on cabooses, putting up and taking down.. .. .. -+ ++ +> 130 529 
Pilots of engines, accidents to employees through riding OU, Shee eee A 94 511 
Protection of railway employees. (Order 12225)... .. .. 2+ «+ ++ ee cs 100 513 
Protection of railway employees... .. ce eee 96 511 
repairers, car, protection to, while at work on repairs stracks. Stet evens 98 512 
Repairers, car, protection ae while at work on repair tracks.. .. .. -- 98 Sup. 1 512 
Repairers; car, protection to...) .% f.a0 cute eee eee oo te ee a 98 Sup. 2 513 
Repairers, car, protection to.. . Ags Chee aie eee ieee ig: ene 98 Sup. 3 513 
Reporting railway accidents to the “Board. yes Ss. Sloe htsniek ee ; 529 
Resuscitation from apparent death from electric shock. AP ae Oe 119 523 
Round trip tickets by conductors, sale of.. . ae TE 522 
Signal system either with or without derails, protection of ‘level crossings 

by... . Sigde chek ek ee 113 521 
Stay- bolts and crown stays, ‘inspection of ‘locomotive. EER ne ets eho uh 124 526 
Switching charges and practices... .. 5 ce ee oN ete ea 120 524 
Steps, equipment of locomotive engines ‘with. fe Bie ti 118 523 | 
switches, main track, locking of and securing of other Switohes. i Sle 129 - 528 ‘ 
Tickets, round trip, sale of, by conductors.. .. .. .. «2 «1 «+ e+ oe os 115 By. te 
Time tables) working... .. .. +. .s «5 as sited ss itis aaineren 134 531 | 
Tims-tables, changes in... 9... «s..< «nals meen ele Gye) plete ce memes 138 532 
Yard limit boards. . 0.0. ew 0 8 so 8 Seaumblie vale) ile) ch ones ets ae 111 519 
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APPENDIX “M.” 


An alphabetical index to all judgments of the board from its inception’ to March 
31, 1914, published in annual reports Nos. 4 to 9, inclusive. 


Subject. Volume. Page. 
Abbotsford Timber & Trading Co., Ltd., application of, to cross Van- 
couver, Victoria & Eastern Railway in section 20, township 16 
Advanced cartage charges. . oaks 
Algoma Central & Hudson Bay Railway “Company “and Grand Trunk 
Railway Company re joint tariffs. 5 4 167, 254 
Aigoma Eastern Railway connection with Canadian ‘Pacific Railway at 
Huronian spur of the Canadian Copper Company to Turbine, lots 


249 
293 


© 00 


7 and 8, concession 1, township of Drury, Ontario.. .. 8 216 
Almonte. Knitting Company and Canadian Pacific Railway “Company, 

et al., re coal rates .. . 4 148 
Almonte, town of, and Canadian Pacific. Railway ‘Company, street cross- 

ATES ycts tein ceencate fe ; 4 219 
Anchor Elevator and “Warehousing Company, ‘et ‘al., and. Canadian 

Pacific Railway Company, re switching grain.. .. 4 259 
Apples, rates on, complaint of the Simcoe Fruits, Limited, Barrie, Ont. 

and the Fruit Growers’ Association of Ontario. = 2 8 216 
Application Canadian Pacific Railway Company re location ‘of ‘railway, 

taking lands and approval of proposed new station at Guelph, Ont. if 300 
Application Grand Trunk Railway to take land near Guelph, Ontario.. ¢ 300 
Application Grand Trunk Ages Company to re-arrange team tracks 

at Guelph, Ontario... .. ey eb SSR ES a Se tat eee ea ee i 300 
Applications, Ruling of Board re. 8 4 220 
Ashdown Hardware Co., Ltd., J. Ht. Winnipeg, Man., re Canadian Car 

Service Rules.. .. x 356 
Atikokan Iron Company ‘of Port “Arthur, Ontario, vs. ‘Canadian “Pacific 

Railway re switching charges on pig-iron. : 7 257 
Attorney General of province of British Columbia vs. ‘Canadian Pacific 

Railway Company, re tolls for freight and passenger traffic... .. 5 2 201 
Baker, .Reynolds & Company vs. Canadian Pacific Railway Company, 

re overcharge... . 5 252 
Banks, C. R., and Dominion ‘Atlantic Railway Company re shipment of 

cornmeal. ee Sse Gh atl Meltee eehscol ons 4 237 
Bar Iron, rates ‘on, London to Blind River, “Ontario. 9 261 


Battle Creek Toasted Corn Flake Co., re carload minimum “weight on 


Toasted Corn Flakes... .. 6 312 
Baxter, E. & B., township of Bertie, Ontario Us. “Grand Trunk Railway 
Company, re branch line to stone quarry.. .. She hone ee on 7 321 
Bayly vs. Bell Telephone Co., re rental of telephone... othe 6 185 
Bay of Quinte Railway Company and Kingston & Pembroke Railway 
Company. te.) Ya. zi 4 290 
Bay of Quinte Railway Company’ s "siding, use of, by Canadian. Pacific 
Railway Company... .. 8 268 
Bell Telephone Company, re Nipissing Power ‘Company re wire er ossing. 5 251 
Bell Telephone Company and Windsor, Essex & Lake Shore age Rail- 
way Company. . vera 4 - 285 
Bell Telephone Company and ‘Windsor Hotel re agreement. . 4 232, 307 
Bell Telephone Company rates, application of city of Montr eal, ; 8 19, 267 
Bell Telephone Company crossing Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk 
Railways at Brock avenue, Toronto. ; 8 212 
Bell Telephone Company, complaint of Medico- Chirurgical " Society of 
Montreal. 9 252 
Berries, small “fruits. and vegetables, rates. on, " application ‘Stockton & 
Mallinson vs. Dominion Express Company. . 8 276 
Bertram & Sons, and Hamilton & Dundas Street "Railway "Company, i tee 


et al., re branch line. 5 

Birtle Agricultural Society ‘of “Manitoba vs. ‘Canadian ‘Pacific ‘Railway 
and Grand Trunk Pacific Railway re maintaining agent at Kelloe.. 6 328 

- Blaugas Company, Limited, vs. Canadian Railway Companies re classi- 
fication of Blaugas in cylinders. . 

Bloor Street Viaduct, Canadian Pacific Railway and Canadian Northern 
Railway, application of city of Toronto. ie ict tee 
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Subject. Volume. Page. 
Bowerman & Cushing Bros., re spur Canadian Pacific Railway, city of 
Saskatoon, Sask.. .. : of ees a 76 Bef 
Boyes vs. Dominion Express ‘Company re returned “C.0.-D. collection 
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Brown, A. L., vs. Canadian Pacific Railway and Canadian Northern 
Railway, re car supply for soft coal. . F asa 6 160 
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Campbellford, ‘Lake ‘Ontario & Western. Railway location, township of 
Cramahe, Ont.. .. wean 8 256 
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Clarke, Ont. nae AA 8 257 
Campbellford, Lake “Ontario & Western Railway crossing, road " allow- 
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Campbellford, Lake Ontario & Western Railway crossing Grand Trunk 
Railway wye, Cobourg, Ont .. .. yea 8 260 
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plaint of Messrs. Colwill, Rickard and Penfound. ; 9 193 
Campbellford, Lake Ontario & Western Railway c crossing farm of Ww. ‘s. 
Provins, Kingston, Ont.. .. . 3 194 
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township of Richmond, Ont. i x 2 9 215 
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canned goods.. .. .. ‘ : ae 

Canadian Classification No. 15, ‘gupplement. te re tobacco rating. . E 

Canadian Condensing Company, Limited, vs. Canadian Pacific Railway, 
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Canadian Northern Railway Company and Don Valley Lands, 
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Canadian Northern Railway location through ‘North Bay, ‘Ont.. P 5 
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Canadian Northern Railway Bridge over Assiniboine river. : 

Canadian Northern Railway Company location between Concessions 5 
and 6, townships of South Orillia and North Orillia... .. . iets 

Canadian Northern Railway train service, Edam to Mervin, Sask. . 

Canadian Northern Saskatchewan Railway crossing Grand Trunk 
Pacific Railway in town of Yorkton, Sask. 

Canadian Northern Railway Company, complaint re reduction. of pas- 
senger train service in Alberta and Saskatchewan. Noe sree 

Canadian Northern Cut-Off, Winnipeg, Manitoba. 

Canadian Northern Tunnel Company, revised location ‘through Rainville 
property.. 

Canadian Northern Ontario “Railway ‘crossing farms of. ag cy: Stinson ‘and 
Robert Moore, township of Nepean, Ontario. 

Canadian Northern Ontario Railway cattle pass, "Jonn Scissons, town- 
ship of March, Ontario. 
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ship of Nepean, Ontario. 

Canadian Northern Railway farm crossing——H. Ray, ‘township of ‘March, 
Ontario... . : 
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Canadian Pacific Railway Co. “re Kaladar " draingge. 

Canadian Pacific Railway Co., and Grand Trunk Railway Company re 
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Canadian Pacific. Railway Co., and Township North ‘Dumphries. . : 
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Cattle pass under C.N.O.R., Robert Wilson, township of Westmeath, 
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Simcoe crossing.. . 4 204 
Central Saskatchewan Boards of Trade “and Grand Trunk Pacific Rail- 
way Company.. . pine 5 311 
Chatham, Wallaceburg & "Lake Brie Railway ‘Company, and ‘Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company. Street crossings, Chatham, Ontario. 4 154 
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Chamber of Commerce, Province of Quebec, application ‘of, re re- opening 
of Southeastern Railway by Canadian Pacific Railway. . 8 290 
Chinook Coal Company vs. Canadian Pacific Railway re spur. 7 314 
Chisholm, township of, highway crossing Canadian Northern Taliway. i 255 
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Columbia Flour Mills Company Us. Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
re highway crossing. 


Christie, Henderson & Co. vs. Grand Trunk Railway Company. 320 
Claims against railway companies... . 194 
Clarke, township of, vs. Canadian Northern ‘Ontario Railway re ‘Choats 
road crossing.. . 6 158 
Clarke, township of, vs. Canadian Northern ‘Ontario Railway re crossing 
road at lots 10 and 11, concession 4. 6 213 
joa st eg om track of structure over four feet ‘high. " (General Order 
Yo ) : 5c, Bett celge Komen ere a 144 
Clarkson, Ontario, re Grand Trunk ‘Railway crossing allt. uate 9 246 
Coal rates for anu purposes. Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany. 4 147 
Cockerline, Robert Z,, ‘and. Guelph '& "Goderich Railway Company ‘re 
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Crescent, B. Cc. train ser vice, Great Northern Railwases 7 
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Currie, Rev. ica B., " Alberni, “eC, We alleged excessive ‘freight. rates. by 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company.. 

Dawson Board of Trade vs. White Pass & ‘Yukon Railway, et al, re 
freight and passenger rates. 
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freight rates.. .. . 

Davy vs. Niagara, St. Catharines ‘& "Tor onto Railway Company ‘and 
Michigan Central Railway Company, re express freight charges on 
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couver, Victoria & Hastern Railway... .. 

Delta Shingle Company’s spur, G.N.R., near Townsend. Station, B.C.. 

Delivery to car barges, charge by Canadian Pacific anes Company 
incoming and outgoing at Kelowna, B.C.. ... sete eee 

Demurrage charges, car shortage and congestion of traffic. 

Demurrage charges, temporary increase of. 3 

Demurrage, reciprocal. 

Denman, J. J., Edmonton, Alberta re ’ Canadian Northern Railway refund 
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Desilets, Thaddee ws. Grand Trunk Railway, 7 re > farm crossing. 
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Discrimination. é 
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Railway... + 

Dominion Concrete Co., Dtds. and Canadian Pacific "Railway "Company, 
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Dominion Sugar Company, Limited, Wallaceburg, Ontario, vs. Pere Mar- 
quette Railway Company, C. W. & L. E. Ry., Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way, Grand Trunk Railway, Michigan Central Railroad Company, 
Grand Trunk Pacific Railway and Canadian Northern Railway, re 
rates on sugar.. .. 

Dominion Park Company of Montreal ‘ps. " Bell, Telephone Company + re 
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Don Valley, Canadian Pacific Railway bridge 92.7.. .. 

Don Viaduct, Toronto, Ont. re Canadian Pacific Railway double track 
bridge: .. .. . 

Doolittle & ‘Wilcox and ‘Granda Trunk “Railway Co., et al., re rates on 
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Drainage applications to the Railway Commission. 

Druid, Sask., location Grand Trunk Pacific Railway ‘and Canadian 
Pacific Railway stations. 

Dunrobin, Ontario, station accommodation, Canadian Northern Railway. 

Duthie, J. H., and Grand Trunk Railway Company. 


-HKastern Townships Lumber Company against renee increase on ‘pulp- 
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Eby, et al., vs. Grand Trunk Railway re station at Kitsum Kalum, B.C. 

Eddy Co., The E. B. and Grand Trunk Railway Company.. . 

Edmonton Board of Trade vs. Canadian Pacific oor ee and. Canadian 
Northern Railway re freight rates. 5 

Edmonton, City of, re electric railway " crossing " Wdmonton, “Yukon & 
Pacific Railway by subway. - 

Edmonton, Alberta, City of, re opening ‘of Peace ‘and Athabasca ‘avenues 
across Calgary & Edmonton Railway.. . 

Edmonton, street railway crossing Gr and Trunk Pacific Railway at 
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Elder Dempster & Company vs. ‘Canadian Pacific “and “Grand “Trunk 
Railway Companies, re merchandise for export.. oe Smeuereahe.s 

Embargoes.. .. ere el eeeaes 

Embargo on sand loaded in “cars. 

Emergency valve on passenger equipment, location ‘of. 
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Greys Trunk Pacific Railway branch lines in re location in Fort William, 
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Grand Trunk Railway Company ‘re ‘reduced rates on coal for manufac- 
turing purposes. 

Grand Trunk Railway Company re expropriation ‘of land, “st. Henri ‘and 
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road question... .. 
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Company, interlocker between Clifton Junction and Stamford, Ont. 
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bridge No. 145, mileage 12.23, 10th District, Grand Trunk ee aes 

Grand Trunk Railway crossing west of Vaudreuil, P.Q.. .. 

Grand Trunk Railway crossing King street, Cobourg, Ont. teen 

urand Trunk Railway re width of subway under, at Callander, Ont. 

Grand Trunk Railway crossing at Clarkson, Ont.. .. 

Grand Trunk Railway, application Alexander Pilon, Casselman, Ontario. 
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Tavistock, Ontario, municipality of, vs. Grand Trunk Railway, re high- 
way crossing east Of... 2... 26 «+ oe 2s os os 08 Saat sates Rie 
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Hamilton: . - is es. sho any her 6 bleniel ie Misamis ete its cauit + pull e eu ore alo) Bn oe as 
Toronto, City of, application re viaduct carrying Bloor street across 
property ‘of ‘C.PsR. and’. NO: Bion eae ease ees seis nee ones 
Toronto, Hamilton & Buffalo Railway entrance into City of Hamilton, 


oad 


oe 


ae 
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Subject. 5 
Toronto Viaduct Case. He 
Toronto Viaduct, clearance for Canadian "Pacific. Railway ‘tr ‘acks under 
Queen street bridge... ... 
Tower Oiled Clothing Company, and Canadian Pacific Railway ‘Company. 
Township of York and Toronto & Niagara Power Company, and Can- 
adian Pacific Railway, re wire crossings in lot 6, concession 3.. . 
Township of Tilbury, Little Creek drain under Canadian Pacific Rail- 
RVELVaciy Wale 
Townships of March ‘and Torbolton, ‘complaint a Te " station ‘site. C.N.O. 
UYinr ce’ eee 
Train service (passenger), ‘ON. oe ‘Alberta. & Saskatchewan: ; 
Twin City Transfer Company (Hdmonton), re ~soliciting passenger “and 
baggage at Canadian Pacific Railway station. Alc 


_ Underground wires, application City of Hamilton, Ont. 


United Factories, Limited, and Grand Trunk Railway Company. 

United Fruit Company vs. Canadian Pacific Railway, re carload. rating 
on apples.. - xe ; Aieeh 

Vancouver Bastbound ‘vs. " Winnipeg westbound. rates. eos 

Vancouver, Victoria & Eastern Railway and Navigation Company, re 
municipality of Delta, B.C... 

Vancouver, Westminster & Yukon Railway Company, re ‘branch lines, 
Vancouver, B.C. on 8 

Vancouver Board of Trade vs. Canadian Pacific “Railway ‘Company, re 
rates. 23 

Vancouver, “City, of, re street ‘crossings, “Canadian "Pacific Railway, 
‘Columbia, Carroll and Powell avenues. ; Beis wes eb sis 

Vancouver-Prince Rupert Meat Company, Vancouver, B. fom re refusal of 
G. N.R., to furnish duty paid refrigerator cars. 

Vancouver- Prince Rupert Meat Company, Vancouver, 'B. om re increase in 
-rates on fresh meat and packing house products by G. ING Ets 

Vancouver, B.C., Board of Trade vs. Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany, re statistical information in Vancouver Rates Case.. .. 

Vancouver Ice & Cold Storage ee re siding agreement with ‘Can- 
adian Pacific Railway. . 

Vancouver, Victoria & Eastern “Railway ‘and ‘Navigation Company's 
street crossings, Vancouver, B.C.. . 

Vaudreuil Station, P.Q., re Grand Trunk Railway crossing “west. of. 

Vegreville, town of, Alberta, vs. Canadian Northern Railway, re Main 
street crossing .... (oP rn Curerreteatint in. ae 

Victoria Bridge, lights and tolls, “Montreal, P. @., ‘complaint of W. Mahon. 

Victoria, City of, and Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway Sock ie re 
Esquimalt Road, Victoria West.. .. wane ee 

Victoria, City of, vs. E. & N. Ry., re Victoria “Harbour bridge. ae 

Victoria street, North Battleford, Sask., crossing by Canadian Northern 
Railway Company.. 

Visual Acuity, colour perception Gna hearing "of railway employees on 
steam railways, uniform rules governing determination of. 

Walker, et al., and Toronto and Niagara Power Company.. 

Wallaceburg Sugar Company, Ltd., re demurrage. : 

Walpole, township of, vs. Grand Trunk Railway Company, re highway 
crossing. s ; oe stacahe 

Wegenast, F. W.. and Grand Trunk Railway Company. . eee 

Western Associated Press vs. Canadian Pacific Railway Company’ Ss "tele- 
graph and Great Northwestern Telegraph Company of: Canada, re 
PLESS, Tatess 7. + ; 

Western Rates Case 

Westmeath, township “of, Canadian Nor thern ‘subway across public "road 
between concession B and 2. : 

Weston, Village of, and Canadian Pacific Railway Company, et al., 
highway crossings. : 

White Pass & Yukon Route, re a tr eight ates, complaint ‘of ‘Dawson Board 
of Trade. 


Williams & Company, et al., and Canadian "Pacific Railway Company, re 


rates on stone.. .. 

Wilson, J., and Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 2 

Windsor, Essex and Lake Shore Rapid Railway Company and Michigan 
Central Railroad Company, re Talbot street, Essex, crossing. 

Windsor, Ontario, City of, re Canadian Pacific Railway spurs. 

Winnipeg Board of Trade, re telegraph companies’ rates. ; 

Winnipeg Builders’ Exchange and Canadian Pacific Railway Company, 
et al. : 

Winnipeg, “City of, ‘and Canadian Pacific Railway Company, - re "Brown 
and Brant streets bridge... .. 

Winnipeg Jobbers’ and Shippers’ ‘Association ‘and Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way Company, et al., re flag stations. SPINE Seva Adee ack: ae 
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Subject. Volume. . Page. 
Winnipeg Jobbers’ Association and Canadian Pacific Railway Company, 
re Kootenay rates... .. 4 267 
Winnipeg Jobbers’ Association and Canadian Pacific "Railway ‘Company, 
et al., re Winnipeg rateS.. 6. 62 ee ee ee ce oe oe oe oe oe oe oe 4 263 
Wire Crossings Question... oo ee ee te ve ee ne ae ce ee ee es ane 4 224 
Wire fencing, commodity rate on. 8 58, 271 
Wood Coal Company and Barber- Ellis, Limited, Brantford, “Ontario, ‘com- 
plaint re car service rules on coal.. .. . nee Sues 9 303 
Works constructed in contravention of the statutes, approval gee cued M0 8 rf 
Wright, Jacob, and Canada Southern Railway Company... .. 4 196 
Wylie Milling Company vs. Canadian Pacific Railway and K. & Pp. Ry., 
re freight rates on grain.. .. - z Mie eMnerat iets T 250 
Yale, B.C., residents of, vs. Canadian "Pacific “Railway "Company, re 
looking of Streets: . ais sts, Galler ois) eieuderar Me tohuslenzels Melwimale, Neismlela tens fe 376 
Yard Limit Boards.. .. ate Be lal eB alee cia ® renatnets Mies tetirel gamers 9 250 
Yonge Street Subway, Toronto, Ontario. SF se ties Lele _vahel Mele ie oh letel MRaKeeee te uote 8g 258 
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APPENDIX N. 
(1) January 15, 1915. 


BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA. 


List of Steam Railways in operation or under construction subject to the jurisdiction 
of the Board. 


Name. Operating or Legal Ofticer. Ottawa Agents. 


Algoma Central and Hudson Bay........ T. J. Kennedy and Vivian Har-/Chrysler & Higgerty, Central 
court, Receivers, Sault Ste.} Chambers, Ottawa, Ont. 
Marie, Ontario. 
T. tsibson, General Counsel, 
Toronto, Ontario. 
Sl soma HMastern’..4,5) cre fees suicnd ts eae T. J. Kennedy, President and|Chrysler & Higgerty, Central 
General Manager, Sault Ste.| Chambers, Ottawa, Ont. 
Marie, Ontario. 
T. Gibson. General Counsel, 
Toronto, Ont. 
Atlantic, Quebec and Western .... ..... C. R. Scoles, General Manager, 
-| New Carlisle, P.Q. 
Bay of Quinté (see Canadian Northern 
Ontario.) 


Boston & Maine (Massawippi Valley)....)/B. R. Pollock, General Man-|MacCracken, Henderson, 
ager, Boston, Mass. Greene & Herridge, Trust 
Cate, Wells & White, Solicitors,| Building, Ottawa, Ont. 
Sherbrooke, P.Q. 


British Yukon (see White Pass and Yukon 
Route). 
Brockville, Westport and North Western 
(see Canadian Northern Ontario.) 
Calgary and Fernie (under construction.)|Clarke, Carson & McLeod,|Lewis & Smellie, 7 Trust Build- 
Solicitors, Calgary, Alberta.| ing, Ottawa, Ont. 


Canadian Northern including :— 


Canadian Northern Alberta........ ..|M. H. MacLeod, General Man-|Macdonnell & Honeywell, Cas- 
Canadian Northern Manitoba.......... ager, Winnipeg, Man. tle Building, Ottawa, Ont. 
Duluth, Winnipeg and Pacific......... k. H. M. Temple, Assistant 

Edmonton aad Slave Lake ............ Solicitor, Toronto, Ontario. 


Edmonton, Yukon and Pacific......... 
Minnesota and Manitoba Railroad Co.. 
Qu’Appelle, Long Lake and Saskatche- 
wan Railway and Steamboat Co. 
Canadian Northern Ontario (C.N.R. Sys- 
tem) including :— 


BayeOtaQuinte nanset ces. + ses sarc ess A. J. Hills, General Superin-|Macdonnell & Honeywell, Cas- 
Brockville, Westport and North Western} tendent, Toronto, Ont. tle Building, Ottawa, Ont. 
CoutralaOntarione: co peew. ey eid elec seek R. H. M. Temple, Assistant 

Trondale, Bancroft and Ottawa......... Solicitor, Toronto, Ont. 


Marmora Railway and Mining Company 
Minnesota and Ontario Bridge Co...... 
Canadian eres Quebec (C.N.R. Sys- 
tem) including :— 
Aaah and Take St. John and James|F. M. Spaidal, General Super-}Macdonnell & Honeywell, Cas- 
Bay and Eastern. (underconstruction).|_intendent, Montreal, P.Q. tle Building, Ottawa, Ont. 
R. H. M. Temple, Assistant 
Solicitor, Toronto, Ont. 


Pitindian Pacific includihg -— 
PSiborti ‘arte seg Aa Se TN ee E. W. Beatty, Vice Pres., and|/Ewart, Scott, MacLaren & 


Alberta Railway and IrrigationCompany| General Counsel, Montreal,| Kelley, Solicitors, 14 Met- 
Interprovincial aud James Bay.......- P.Q. ; calfe Street, Ottawa, Ont. 
ARM OLATNIGC SlOCAN ws. [60 seta slee cose A. D. MacTier, General Man- 

KMoobenayicentral {0° woes dkenaee ager, (Eastern Lines), Mont- 

Lake Erie and Northern.............-: real, P.Q. 


Montreal and Atlantic...........-..-+- 
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List of Steam Railways in operation or under construction subject to the jurisdiction 
of the Board—Continued. 


Name. 


Canadian Pacific—Continued :— 
New Brunswick Coal and Railway and 
others. * 
Central Ontario (see Canadian Northern 
Ontario). 
Central Railway Company of Canada 
(under construction). 


Central Vermont including :— 
Montreal and Province Line. ........ 
Montreal and Vermont Junction 
Stanstead, Shefford and Chambly.... 


Cumberland Railway and Coal Co., 
(Dominion Coal Company). 


Dominion Atlantic (C.P.R. System)...... 


tdmonton, Dunvegan and British Coluin- 

Kd ton, Dunveg 1 British Colum 
bia (under construction). 

Elgin and Havelock 


Esquimalt and Nanaimo (C.P.R. System). 


Essex Terminal 


bged) OEY ce a eg ee eee 


Glengarry & Stormont 


Grand Trunk, including Lachine, Jacques) 
Cartier & Maisonneuve and others. 


Grand Trunk Pacific and Grand Trunk 
Pacific Branch Lines. 


Great Northern, controlling :— 

a dlington & Nelson. 

Brandon, Saskatchew: an & Hudson’s Bay 
Crow’s Nest eau lbe n 


hid Na ie Seog fone 
atte South Western (C. N.R. Sys- 
tem 


*See complete list on page 556. 


.|W. H. Biggar, K.C., General 


Operating or Legal Officer. 


Grant Hall, General Manager, 
(Western Lines), Winnipeg, 
-Man. 


J. D. Wells, Secretary, 103 St. 
Francois Xavier Street, Mon- 
treal, P.Q. 


G. C. Jones, Vice President, | 
St. Albans, Vermont. 


| Counsel, Montreal, P.Q. 

W. C. Chisholm, K.C., General 
Solicitor, Montreal, P.Q. 

hoeeaak McDougall, General 

Manager, Sydney, N.S 

|P. Gifkins, General Manager, 

Kentville, N.S. 

/E. W. Beatty, Vice-President 

| and General Counsel, Mont- 

lireai ee Cs 

W.R. Smith, General Manager, 
Hdmonton, Alberta. 

|A. H. Robinson, Acting General 

Manager, Vetitcodiac, N.B. 

‘R. Marpole, Vice-President, 
Vancouver, B.C. 

H. KE. Beasley, General Super- 
intendent, Victoria, B.C. 

BE. W. Beatty, Vice-President 
and General Counsel, Mont- 
real, P.. 

|Win. Woollatt, Gener Mana- 
ager, Walkerville, Ontario. 
H. Coburn, Secretary, Walk- 
erville, Ontario. 

C. L. Hervey, Chief Engineer, 
400 St. James Street, Mont- 
real, P.Q. 

E. J. Chamberlain, President, 
Montreal, P.Q. 

W.H: Biggar, K.C., General 
Counsel, Montreal, P.Q. 

W.C. Chisholm, K.G., General 
Solicitor, Montreal, P.Q. 

M. Donaldson, Vice-President} 
nnd General Manager, Win- 


nipeg, Manitoba. 

H. H. Hansard, Solicitor, Win- 
nipeg, Manitoba. 

lL. W “Bhi “President, Sh 
Paul, Minn. 


J. M. Gruber, Vice- President, 
St. Paul, Minn. 

E.C. Lindley, General Sbieiten! 
St. Paul, Minn. 


J. Bain, General Superinten- 
_ dent, Bridgewater, N.S. 
R. H. M. Temple, Assistant 


Ottawa Agents. 


Pringle & Guthrie, Citizen 
Building, Ottawa, Ont. 


Harold Fisher, 46 Elgin Street, 
Ottawa, Ont. 


Ewart, Scott, MacLare & 
Kelly, 14 Metcalfe Street, 
Ottawa, Ontario. 


Pringle & Guthrie, Citizen 
Building, Sapa’ Ontario. 


Ewart, Scott, MacLaren & 
Kelley, 14 Metcalfe Street, 
Ottawa, Ontario, 


Pringle, Thompson, Burgess & 
Cote, Union Bank Building, 
Ottawa, Ontario. 

Pringle & Guthrie, Citizen 
Building, Ottawa, Ontario. 


Pringle & Guthrie, Citizen 
Building, Ottawa, Ontario. 


Andrew Haydon, 19 Elgin 


Street, Ottawa, Ontario. 


Macdonnell & Honeywell, Castle 
Building, Ottawa, Ontario. 


Solicitor, Toronto, Ontario. 


- Minnesota & Ontario Bridge Co. 


New Brunswick Coal and Railway. (See 
Canadian Pacific). 
_ Ottawa & New York. (N.Y.C. & H.R. 


ee 

. 
4 

7 
i 


A ew 


~ Quebec and Lake St.. John. 


. 
; 


>» 


3 Quebee Oriental 
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List of Steam Railways in operation or under construction subject to the jurisdiction 
of the Board—Continued. 


Operating or Legal Officer. 


Hamilton, Walterloo and Guelph ...... 


International Bridge and Terminal Co. 
(see Canadian Northern). 


Interprovincial and_ James Bay (under 


construction, see Canadian Pacific). 
Trondale, Bancroft and Ottawa (see Cana- 
dian Northern Ontario). 
James Bay and Hastern (under construc- 
tion, see Canadian Northern Quebec). 
ethle WV alley. sca! wis aks pane» ue ie 


Klondike Mines. .-... .. 


Kootenay and Alberta....,..........0. ee 


Lake Erie and Northern (see Canadian 
Pacific). 


Maine Central including :— 
[RIGIRENONROhy:, Si ken Rue RA BRE oun arora 
Princeton Branch of Washington County 


Marmora Railway and Mining Co. (See 
Canadian Northern Ontario). 


Michigan Central (Canada Southern)..... 


(See 
Canadian Northern Ont. Ry.). 
Minnesota & Manitoba Railroad Co. (See 
Canadian Northern System). 
Moncton and Buctouche . 


R. System). 


Pére Marquette controlling :— 
Lake Erie and Detroit River 
PE ORACLE OMe Se gts. vo ak aye bse s Are ne 


Pointe aux Tr eaiiias Terminal (owned by 
Canada Cement Co. ). 


(See Cana- 
dian Northern Quebec). 

~ Quebec, Montreal and Southerm including : 
Napierville Junction. 


.|John Patterson, General Mana- 


ger. 
Thomas E. Hillman, Chief En- 
gineer, Hamilton, Ontario. 


J.J. Warren, President, Pen- 
ticton, ; 

EK. W. Beatty, Vice-President 
and General Counsel, Mont- 

real, PQ) 

H. A. Murphy, General Mana- 
ger, Dawson, Y.T. 

H. A. Lovett, K.C., President, 
Transportation Building, 
Montreal, P.Q. 

5S. T. Mains, Secretary, Agency 
Buiiding, Edmonton, Alberta. 


D. C. Douglass, V. P.& G 
Portland, Maine. 


M. 


E. D. Bronner, General Man- 
ager, Detroit, Michigan. 
Saunders, Torrance & Kings- 
mill, Solicitors, Toronto, Ont- 
ario. 


KE. G. Evans, General Manager, 
Moncton, N.B. 


S. R. Payne, General Manager, 
Ottawa, Ontario. 


F. H, Alfred, General Man- 
ager, Detroit, Michigan. 
Parker, Shields & Brown, Gen- 
eral Attor neys, Detroit, 
Michigan. 

Brown, Montgomery & Mc- 
Michael, Barristers, ete. Do- 
minion Express "Building, 
Montreal, (ue. 


James FitzSimons, Gen’l Man- 
ager, Montreal, P.Q. 


GC. R. Scoles, General Manager, 
New Carlisle, P.Q. 


Ottawa Agents. 


Pringle & Guthrie, Citizen 
Building, Ottawa, Ontario. 


Ewart, Scott, MacLaren & 
Kelley, 14 Metcalfe Street, 
Ottawa, Ontario. 


Andrew Haydon, 19 Elgin 
Street, Ottawa, Ontario. 

Belcourt, Ritchie & Chevrier, 
Castle Bldg. , Ottawa, Ont. 


MacCracken, Henderson, 


Greene and Herridge, Trust 
Building, Ottawa, Ontario. 


Orde & Powell, 33 Sparks St., 
Ottawa, Ontario. 


Ewart, Scott, MacLaren & 
Keliey, 14 Metcalfe Street, 
Ottawa, Ottawa. 


John Thompson, 22 Metcalfe 
Street, Ottawa, Ontario. 


Belcourt, Ritchie & Chevrier, 
Castle Bldg., Ottawa, Ont. 
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List of Steam Railways in operation or under construction subject to the jurisdiction 
of the Board—Concluded. 


Name Operating or Legal Officer. Ottawa Ageuts. 


G. T. Jarvis, Vice-President &|Ewart, Scott, MacLaren & 
General Mgr., Rutland, Ver-| Kelley, 14 Metcalfe Street, 
mont. : Ottawa, Ontario. 


E. M. Sherwood, Manager, 
Hillsboro, N.B. 
Schomberg & Aurora.........6-+00+005 |G. L. Wilson, Asst. Manager,|Pringle & Guthrie, Citizen 
Toronto, Ont. Building, Ottawa, Ontario. 
St. Lawrence & Adirondack (N.Y.C. &|P. E. Crowley, General Man-|Ewart, tt, MacLaren & 
H. R. R. System). ager, New York, N.Y. Kelley, 14 Metcalfe Street, 
D. L. Summerville, Superin-| Ottawa, Ontario. 
tendent, (N.Y.C. & H.R.R.) 
Utica, New York. 


Rutland and Noyan (Rutland)........... 


Salisbury and Albert...... ...-5 Wisden 


Saphs yeahs, Sear rege cco ocr coeerneret W. E. Foster, President, St. 
John, N.B. 
Temiscouatasess. bei sss oss eh cea: om - G. G. Grundy, General Man-|Orde, Powell & Lyle, 33 Sparks 


ager, Riviére du Loup, P.Q. Street, Ottawa, Ontario. 

E. W. Rathbun, President,|Hogg & Hogg, Trust Building, 
Deseronto, Ontario. Ottawa, Ontario. 

J. F. Chapman, Manager, Gan- 

anoque, Ontario. 

Toronto, Hamilton & Buffalo (including|E. D. Cahill, General Solicitor, 
Erie and Ontario). Hamilton, Ontario. 


A. H. MacNeill, President,|Andrew Haydon, 19 Elgin St., 
Vancouver, B.C. Ottawa, Ontario. 

¥. Van Sant, Superintendent, 
Victtoria, B.C. 

H. H. Miller, V.P.& G.M., 
St. Louis, Missouri. 
H. E. Rose, K.C., Counsel & 
Solicitor, Toronto, Ontario. 
W. MeNeill, Asst. Gen’l] Megr., 
Carter-Cotton Building, Van- 
couver, B.C. 

O. E. Culbert, Secretary, Cal- 
gary, Alberta. 


White Pass and Yukon Route (British|F. C. Elliott, President Van- 
Yukon). couver, B.C., and 1919 Con- 
way Building, Chicago. 


TEHOUGADC ASIANS: «0 <)sevsisiersin ctsesstete o\0/e 


wae bas & Higgerty, Central 
Chambers, Ottawa, Ontario, 


Victoria and Sidney and Victoria Termi- 
nal Railway and Ferry Company. 


WA DASH see nice ryem ee sicicy «ote apo Murphy & Fisher, Central 


Chambers, Ottawa, Ontario. 
Western Canada Power Co..... ........ 
Western Dominion under construction). . 


Chrysler & Higgerty, Central 
Chambers, Ottawa, Ontario. 
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(2) January 15, 1915. 


BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR GANADA. 


Last of Steam Railways in operation or under construction not subject to the jurisdic- 
tion of the Board. 


Alberts Great! Waterways. .cis....566. cece cece codes (Under construction. ) 
Canada Central..... Be TN bcs saat rales e saad (Under construction. ) 
Ganadarand Gulf Terminal 7.2 ks. ices. seen a dees 
*Canadian Northern Pacific. ... ................-. (C.N.R. System, under construction. ) 
*Canadian Northern Saskatchewan....... (atone altace (C.N.R. System.) 
*Canadian Northern Western.........02..0.2 .-. (C.N.R. System.) 
Cape Breton..... olen Bice SEO Oe pala erent 
Waracuetmnd Gulf ShOres. aca. viclae nes wel. aie es 
Wastern British Columbia... 2 ..:.....00 0200. cs 000s 
Fredericton and Grand Lake Coal and Railway Co. .(C.P.R. System.) 
Hey Le (BPN 256 Oia al Ie et Sel aa ea 
SAUCE COLO AL eee a is ees tos olay ciel ssie vis Ik tels dis 55% (Canadian Government lines.) 
International Railway of New Brunswick... ....... (Canadian Government lines.) 
Inverness Railway and Coal Company.... ......... (C.N.R. System.) 
COM NOLUNOLTI One aeer ernie Oona cis Bla e aac ee ae (Including St. Louis and Richibucto.) 
Lake Huron and Northern Ontario........ .........(Formerly Bruce Mines and Algoma.) 
Botbiniere and:Megantic.... 0.5. ..0...0.008 2cbo5 
RUA pane to WwaANelVer sate ceecleccracios/s's be 820 «Sed 
Maritime Railway Coal and Power Company........ 
Morrissey, Fernie and Michel...................... 
National’ Dranscontinental.. ......-.....+ccedecceee- (Under constrvction. ) 
New Brunswick and Prince Hidward Island......... (Canadian Government lines. ) 
Northern New Brunswick and Seaboard............ 
NIGEL LES ORO E ME Pec RET ocr ee hice 5 haste os 
Pacific Great Eastern........ Ee eee? ee Unaer construction:) 
Philipsburg Railway and Quarry Co................ 

Minced wardiisland= <i). c.6 mei sl cele ou eee (Canadian Government lines. ) 
Prehecr Contrada eae cae helde opt Fos Ces ewes (C.P.R. System.) 
Quebec and Saguenay....... i NO Snily APE hee es (Under construction.) 
Salmon River‘and Northern. ...o66s.cecse 5-0 sees 
SOUL PCOMs Spann mask ons bine oe ENE Aare AEN (C.P.R. System.) 
SehOnneValley..sc chen eho sas bos Peart Sonos Fe, ei .(Canadian Government lines.) 
SV GreysanGd: LOUISDUP sc 225400. 5scec cscs econ .(Dominion Coal Co.) 
Temiskaming and Northern Ontario................ (Ontario Government line.) 
Vancouver Copper Co.’s Railway.........-.. ..-++- (Lenora Mount Sicker. ) 
Wellington.Colliery;Co ..5:. 26.5.0 0-+ 010s ee ten sees 
ork andi @arletons,.....2.e..5 03> RODE cc Tom Es 


_ *Nore.—Under the Canadian Northern Railway Guarantee Act, these lines will become subject to 
the Board, upon proclamation by the Governor-in-Council, following their completion and opening for 
operation. 
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(3) CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Subsidiary lines comprising this system and roads amalgamated with company. 
since inception of this Board, also controlled roads. (List subject to change) :— 


Alberta Central. 

Alberta Railway and Irrigation Company. 
Atlantic and Northwest. 

British Columbia Southern. 

Brockville and Ottawa. 

Calgary and Edmonton. 

CGampbellford, Lake Ontario and Western. 

Cap de la Madeleine. 

Carleton City of St. John Branch Railway Company. 
Columbia and Kootenay. 

Columbia and Western. 

Credit Valley. 

Dominion Atlantic (operated as a separate road). 
Esquimalt and Nanaimo (operated as a separate road). 
Fort William Terminal Railway and Bridge Company. 
Fredericton. 

Georgian Bay and Seaboard. 

Grand River Railway Company. 

Great Northwest Central. 

ruelph and Goderich. 

Guelph Junction. 

Hull and Aylmer (now Hull Electric). 
Interprovincial and James Bay. 

International. ~ 
Joliette and Brandon. 

Kaslo and Slocan. 

Kettle Valley (to be taken over upon completion). 
Kingston and Pembroke. 

Kootenay and Arrowhead. 

Kootenay Central. 

Lake Erie and Northern. 

Lake Temiscamingue Colonization. 

Lindsay, Bobeaygeon and Pontypool. " 
Manitoba and Northwestern. 

Manitoba Southwestern Colonization. 

Montreal and Atlantic (operated for owners). 
Montreal and Ottawa. 

Montreal and Western. 

Nakusp and Sloean. 

New Brunswick. 

New Brunswick and Canada. 

New Brunswick Coal and Railway. 

New Brunswick Southern. 

Nicola, Kamloops and Similkameen. 


Northern Colonization (Chemin de fer du Colonization du Nord). 
Ontario and Quebec. 
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Orford Mountain. 

Ottawa, Northern and Western. 

Quebec Central (controlled, has provincial charter and operated separately: 
not subject to Board of Railway Commissioners). 

Saskatchewan and Western. 

Shuswap and Okanagan. 

South Ontario Pacific. 

St. John and Maine. 

St. Lawrence and Ottawa. 

St. Mary’s and Western Ontario. 

St. Maurice Valley. 

St. Stephen and Milltown. 

Thessalon and Northern Railway Company. 

Tilsonburg, Lake Erie and Pacific. 

Tobique Valley. 

Toronto, Grey and Bruce. 

Vancouver and Lulu Island. 

Walkerton and Lucknow. 

West Ontario Pacific. 


(4) 
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January 15, 1915. 


BOARD OF RAILWAY .COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA. 
List of Electric Railways. 


Note.—Only roads in capitals are subject to the jurisdiction of the Board. 


Name. 


ALBERTA INTERURBAN...... 


Berlin and Bridgeport. 

Berlin and Waterloo. 

BRANTFORD AND HamiItton (Dominion 
Power & Transmission Co.) 

BrantrorD STREET (See Grand Valley). 

British Columbia. 

Cape Breton. 

CHATHAM, WALLACEBURG AND LAKE ERIE. 


Cornwall Street. 
Galt, Preston and Hespeler. 
GRAND VALLEY including: Woodstock, 
Thames Valley & Ingersoll. 
Note: This road is being operated 
in conjunction with Senco 
Street Railway. 
Guelph Radial. 
Guelph Rapid. 
Halifax Tramway. 
Hamilton and Dundas. 
Hamilton, Grimsby & Beamsville. 
Hamiuton Raptat (Dominion Power & 
Transmission Co.) 
Hamilton Street. 
Hout (C.P.R. Conirol). 


International. 


International Transit Co. 

Kingston, Portsmouth & Cataraqui. 

Kingston Street. 

Levis County. 

Lonpon & LAKE Erik Raitway & TRANS- 
PORTATION Co. 

LONDON AND Port STANLEY. 

Note: This road formerly operated by 
Pére Marquette Railway but now 
owned by City of London, and oper- 
ated by a Commission, Sir Adam 
Beck, Chairman. 

London Street. 
Metropolitan Railway (Toronto and York 

Radial). 

Monrreat & SourTHERN COUNTIES. 


Monrreat, Park & Isuanp. 


Montreal Street. 
MONTREAL TERMINAL. ....-0< oer cecle. 


Mount McKay and Kakabeka Falls, 
Nelson Tramway. 
Niagara Falls, Park and River. 


| 


.|Patrick Dubee, Secretary, Mont- 


Operating or Legal Officer. Ottawa Agents. 


C. S. Drummond, Vice-Presi-|Pringle & Guthrie, Citizen 
dent, Beveridge Building, 7th| Building, Ottawa, Ontario. 
Ave. E., Calgary, Alta. 


E. P. Coleman, Manager, Ham-|Andrew Haydon, 19 Elgin 
ilton, Ontario. Street, Ottawa, Ontario. 


J. G. Kerr, General Solicitor,|Orde, Powell & Lyle, Trust 
Chatham, Ontario. Building, Ottawa, Ontario. 


Wilkes and Henderson, City 
Solicitors, Brantford, Ontario. 


E. P. Coleman, Manager, Ham-|Andrew Haydon, 19 Elgin 
ilton, Ont. St., Ottawa, Ontario. 
Hull, 


G. G. Gale, Manager, 
P.Q 


‘E. H. Henning, Superinten- 


dent, 808 KHllicott Square, 
Ruffalo, N. Y. 


W. N. Warburton, General 
Manager, London, Ontario. 


W. B. Powell, General Mana- 
ger, Montreal, P.Q. 

Patrick Dubee, Secretary, Mont- 
real, P.Q. 


Pringle & Guthrie, Citizen 
Building, Ottawa, Ontario. 


real, P. Q. 
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List of Electric Railways—Concluded. 


NraGaka, St. CATHARINES AND Toronto. 

NiaGara, WELLAND AND LAKE Erie. 

Nreissinc CenrraL (Operated by T. & N. 
O. Ry. 


OsHawa. 


OrTawa. 


Peterboro Radial. 
Port Arthur and Fort William. 
Port Arthur Street. 
Port Dalhousie, St. 
Thorold. 
QueBEo Rartway, LicHT anD Power Co. 


Catherines and 


Sandwich, Windsor and Amherstburg. 

Sarnia Street. 

Sherbrook Street. 

St. John. 

St. Stephen. 

St. Thomas Electric Street. 

Sydney and Glace Bay. 

Toronto and Mimico (Toronto and York 
Radial. ) 

Toronto Railway Co. 


Toronto and Scarboro Railway, Light and 
Power Co. 

Toronto Suburban. 

Toronto and York Radial. 

VANCOUVER, FRASER VALLEY & SOUTHERN. 


Winpsor, Essex AND LAKE SHORE Rapip 


Windsor and Tecumseh. 

Winnipeg Street. 

Woopstock, THAMES VALLEY AND INGER- 
BOLL, (See Grand Valley). 

Yarmouth Street. 


Operating or Legal Officer: 


G. Ruel, Chief Solicitor, Toron- 
to, Ontario. 

German & Morwood, Barristers, 
Welland, Untario. 

W. H. Maund, Secretary-Trea- 
surer, Toronto, Ontario. 

Rathbun, President, 

Deseronto, Ont. 

J. F. Chapman, Manager, Gan 
anoque, Ontario. 

F. D. Burpee, Manager, Otta- 
wa, Ontario. 


H. G. Matthews, General Man- 
ager, Quebec, P. Q. 


Rk. J. Fleming, General Mana- 
ger, Toronto, Ontario. 


A. H. MacNeill, Solicitor, Van- 
couver, B. C. 


A, Eastman, General Manager, 
Kingsville, Ontario. 


Ottawa Agents. 


Macdonnell & Honeywell, Castle 


Building, Ottawa, Ontario. 


Orde, Powell & Lyle, Trust 


Building, Ottawa, Ontario. 


Hogg & Hogg, Trust Building, 


Ottawa, Ontario. 


R. V. Sinclair, Booth Building, 


Ottawa, Ontario. 


Pringle, Thompson, Burgess & 


Cote, Union Bank Building, 
Ottawa, Ontario. 


F. A. Magee, Barrister, Canada 


Life Building, Ottawa, Ont. 
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REPORT 


OF THE 


BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR CANADA. 


To the Governor in Council: 


Pursuant to the provisions of section 62 of the Railway Act, as amended by sec- 
tion 12 of chapter 32, 8-9 Edward VII, the Board of Railway Commissioners for 
Canada has the honour to submit its Tenth Report for the year ending March 31, 1915. 

Since the submission of the board’s last report there have been no further amend- 
ments to the Railway Act, though consolidation and further important amendments to 
the Act are under consideration. 


PUBLIC SITTINGS OF THE BOARD. 


During the year covered by the period from April 1, 1914, to March 31, 1915, the 
board held 86 public sittings, at which 753 applications were heard, as compared with 
81 public sittings for the previous year, at which 702 applications were heard, being 
an increase in the number of applications heard of 51 for the year. The number of 
publie sittings held in the various provinces were as follows :— 


MEN EE DLOMINCeLO1n OMTATI Orcas aes pees er aree toe hee tea, Oven ear me rel. ce ee tay oats 53 
ss % OUI DE Criteterch ene weedeat goa amanda a on Aceh unt cab ee sige us AT 5 
ee Ks ENION Aig S COLE it. ten ttete He MeL Pe Ss cus ra en utlies, co neeeut a eaes Enea ra eres 1 
s = ING Wits Wil CLO aie Sere Uetin cena ald heute dette Me amare 2 
22 E NEAT EOD tok wogeble muster ered aire beacon e ear Ae LBL ciel botany sites ote 6 
is Se SASKATGMEW ally mms nibeias oe ink hela csiomlons Neath) Wuewmlanty fo iets 6 
oA $ PAO OY Ear, MaxcPrctan OF Sa eet oer Sie Si Rac RD oon. Sen hiberareb athe 6 
oe “ STE SH COUN Dak a sn ee SNe Mca. ote eee ene alae aiarecs 7 


The applications heard at the various sittings of the board cover a variety of 
matters which fall within its jurisdiction under the Railway Act dealing with the 
application of a private individual to matters of general public interest affecting the 
community as a whole. 


FORMAL AND INFORMAL MATTERS. 


The number of informal matters dealt with by the board, as distinguished from 
matters heard at its formal sittings, constitutes a large percentage of the total appli- 
cations and complaints dealt with by the board, that is to say, of a total of 4,050 appli- 
cations and complaints received and dealt with by the board only 183 per cent were 
set down for a formal hearing, and 811 per cent were disposed of without the necessity 


of a formal hearing. 
20ce—1 
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Attention may properly be again directed to the fact that these informal com- 
plaints, settled without a hearing, entail in many instances a considerable amount of 
inquiry and consideration on the part of the board’s officers, and cover a wide range of 
subjects, such as, for example, the complaint of an individual regarding an overcharge 
in a railway fare for a small amount, or the matter of lost baggage, to a matter of 
general public interest affecting the community at large, such as the question of a 
railway rate involving the application of a general principle. 

A list of the formal complaints heard at the various sittings of the board, together 
with the disposal made thereof, will be found under Appendix “B,” and a list of the 
‘nformal matters dealt with by the board will be found under Appendix “ A.” 


RAILWAY GRADE CROSSING FUND. 


In accordance with the provisions of section 7, of 8-9 Edward VII, chapter 32, 
entitled an Act to amend the Railway Act, provision was made that the sum of $200,- 
000 each year, for five consecutive years from the 1st day of April, 1909, was appro- 
priated and set apart from the Consolidated Revenue Fund for the purpose of aiding 
in the providing by actual construction work of protection safety, and conveniences 
for the public in respect of highway crossings of the railway at rail level, in existence 
on the said first day of April, the said sums to be placed to credit of a special account 
to be known as “The Railway Grade Crossing Fund,” to be applied by the board, 
subject to certain limitations set out in the amending Act, solely towards the cost 
(not including that of maintenance and operation) of actual construction work for the 
purpose specified. y 

In dealing with such crossings, the board issued, between the first day of April, 
1909, and March 31, 1915, 311 orders providing protection as follows :— 


By electric Dells: b... o6 2 ae Bis Se ae ais pail misses ste) crcounten tea ey et 185 
a 2: ne rea AAR Qe Mr ote adem or OG oon tole 80 
65 SUD WAY Sac ale levy ve epee oye ria pipe opener © co eh oat aeece ee ca) Deas 46 
* overhead bridBesec a4. os ele soi) Bion 8 ee ceeect ia tie Mk ial Oe Penna 20 
> “diversion of Highwavss: <a ¢ ‘se eceawie hc ch © cake re rege econ 15 
 -glosing: Of, Streetse se if dae tl AN che sel collar tae onan iro oe ee 6) 
“© “removal Of HUN 5 ccc cele. ase cece cman, Lee ee eelgrass oe 1h 

Total number, of crossings protected...) 5. (. pee u a arene 350 


It will be seen by comparing the total number of crossings protected with the Ninth 
Annual Report of the board that the increase for the year ending March 31, 1915, in 
the number of crossings protected, numbers 44 made up as follows:— 


- 


By welécetfic bells.) .. gehen Bt ne a Poa ee 24 
* SUDWAYSOS 25 in bd S68 oe ie as ee a is a 5: 
“ overhéad bridges i765. % 6 es a ap cle LenePre te nee stance ony a Cente ms cm x 
« diversion of hishwayec 7s. Dia ae aot area eeeee fees tee nee af 
« closing ‘of streétess <<. as sccoku. cae ie eee ee ee zi 

Total increase in number of crossings protected... .. .. .. -- 44 


In connection with the granting of aid to protective works under this fund, atten- 
tion is again directed to the fact that the board has found that the limitation imposed 
by the Act has prevented contributions being made in as large a degree as would seem 
to be proper in the public interest in connection with the larger schemes for elimina- 
tion of grade crossings. Such works in the larger cities will run into amounts exceed- 
ing $100,000, and occasionally as high as several million dollars, so that the limitation 
of $5,000 (not to be applied to more than three crossings in any one municipality, or 


more than once to any one crossing), fixed by the Act, would be a mere fraction of the 
total amount involved. 
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GENERAL DECISIONS AND RULINGS OF THE BOARD. 


Submitted herewith are some of the more important matters dealt with by the 
board at its public sittings for the year ending March 31, 1915. The various judgments 


“in extenso ” will be found under Appendix “CO” to this report. 


GENERAL ORDERS ISSUED BY THE BOARD. 


The following is a brief statement of some of the matters dealt with under General 
Orders of the Board :— 

Operation by railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board, of draw. 
or swing or bascule bridges over navigable waters and the question of regulations gov- 
erning such operation. 

Provision that all reports on fires originating within 300 feet of a railway track 
and burning over an area of 100 square feet or more outside the right of way, sub- 
mitted by the railway companies in accordance with the requirements of the Board’s 
Circular No. 133, be privileged and shall only be made public or given out, upon an 
application therefor, by order of the board. 

Provision for the putting up and taking down of marker lights on cabooses on 
trains, all cabooses to be equipped as provided in the order, on or before November 1, 
1914. 

The matter of increased special and competitive freight and express tolls and sus- 
pensions thereof. 

The matter of tariffs filed by certain railway companies requiring additional rail- 
way tickets for the exclusive use of drawing rooms or compartments in sleeping and 
parlour cars. 

Provision that locomotive engines of railway companies be not allowed to leave 
terminals, or to be used at terminals in traffic service on which the following defects 
exist, namely: steam leaks, air brakes, wheel defects, springs; and further provision 
that railway companies are required on or before J anuary 1, 1915, to equip their loco- 
motives with double windows in the front of the cabs during the winter season, from 
November 1 to April 30; the same to be made air-tight. 

The matter of the cancellation of mixing privileges in connection with carloads of 
groceries, dried fruit, and liquors from Eastern Canada points to points in Western 
Canada. 

Suspension of the proposed cancellation on January 1, 1915, of the arrangements 
whereby mixed carloads of foreign and native liquors, and mixed carloads of groceries 
are carricd. 

Provision that railway companies making application to the board to open for 
traffic their line, under section 261 of the Railway Act, be required to publish and file 
the appropriate supplementary special class or “town” tariffs, mileage commodity 
tariffs, and special tariffs on grain to the Lake Superior terminals, and on lumber from 
_ British Columbia, as these may be applicable to the territories to be served by the said 
new lines, in addition to the standard mileage tariffs therefor. 

Provision that through rates of freight on newsprint paper, in carloads of 40,000 
pounds minimum weight, from the points of shipment theréof, by the all-rail route, to 
the Canadian points of consumption west of Fort William, be made by the addition to 
the 5th class published tariff rates from Port Arthur and Fort William of the special 
arbitraries set out in the board’s order; and that these through rates be published and 
filed to take effect not later than April 15, 1915. iG 

Approval of a form of “release,” being a form of special contract limiting the 
liability of the carrier in respect of the limitation of responsibility in connection with 
the carriage of household goods, furniture and settlers’ effects, all second hand. 


20e—14 


4 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 
6 GEORGE V, A. 1916 


FONTHILL GRAVEL COMPANY, LTD., V. NIAGARA, ST. CATHARINES AND TORONTO AND GRAND 
TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANIES. 


The complaint was that the toll of $1 a ton on moulding sand from Fonthill to 
Toronto was unreasonable, and application was made that the former rate of 90 cents 
a ton, in force prior to July 1, 1912, be re-established. 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Mr. Commissioner McLean, Feb- 
ruary 9, 1914. 

Held, that a through toll of $1 per ton on moulding sand from Fonthi!l to Toronto, 
a distance of 78 miles, whereof the Grand Trunk Railway Company receives 78 cents 
and the Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway Company 22 cents was held not 


unreasonable. 


PORT HOPE TELEPIIONE COMPANY, LTD., AND BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY OF CANADA. 
JURISDICTION OF BOARD. 


The Port Hope Telephone Company applied for a ruling that the applicant com- 
pany is not a competitive company in competition with the Bell Company, and for an 
order directing a connection of the lines of the two companies for the interchange of 
business at Bowmanville. 

Held, that the provisions of the Railway Act, 7-8 Edward VII, chapter 61, defining 
the jurisdiction of the board in regard to telephones, are applicable only in so far as 
companies are concerned to companies within the legislative authority of the Parlia- 
ment of Canada. A telephone company not within such legislative authority cannot 
invoke tke power of the board on an allegation of discriminatory treatment on the part 
of a company subject to the board’s jurisdiction. 

That the words “ competing ” and “ non-competing,” as describing telephone com~ 
panies, are not words of legal precision. They have been brought before the board as 
the result of the business practice of the Bell Company for the purpose of distinguish- 
ing between companies with which it (the. Bell) has made agreements and those with 
which it has not made agreements. The discretion of the company in this respect is 
not limited by statute. 

The board has power, under subsections 5 and 6 of section 4 of 7-8 Edward VII, 
chapter 61, to order a company, subject to its jurisdiction, to afford to another company, 
whether subject or not, the use of its long distance system, upon such terms as to com- 
pensation as the board deems just and expedient. ; 

Jurisdiction of board is to make an order on terms, not a declaratory order! as to 
status. : : 

For reasons for judgment see judgment Mr. Commissioner McLean, March 30, 
1914, page 133 of judgments, orders and regulations of board. 


DOMINION SUGAR GO. V. GRAND TRUNK, CANADIAN PACIFIC, CHATHAM, WALLACEBURG AND LAKE 
ERIE AND PERE MARQUETTE RAILWAY COMPANY. 


A carrier by rail may be justified in reducing tolls from one point to another to 
meet effective water competition between those points, notwithstanding that the lowered 
toll appears discriminatory as against a third point, which is not affected by such eom- 
petition, and which is, therefore, subject to higher tol!s, but a continuance of the com- 
petitive toll, after the water competition ceases or is suspended (e.g., in winter), con- 
stitutes unjust discrimination against such third point. 

Dominion Sugar Co. v. Grand Trunk, Canadian Pacific, Chatham, Wallaceburg 
and Lake Erie and Pere Marquette Railway Companies, 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 231, reheard 


and reversed. 


—— 


—— 
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Montreal Board of Trade v. Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
panies, 14 Can. Ry. Cas. 351: Blind River Board of Trade v. Grand Trunk, Canadian 
Pacific Railway, Northern Navigation and Dominion Transportation Companies, 15 
Can. Ry. Cas. 146, followed. 


The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Chief Commissioner Drayton, April 
30, 1914, 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 240. 


CANADIAN LUMBERMEN’S ASSOCIATION AND MONTREAL BOARD OF TRADE VY. GRAND TRUNK, 
CANADIAN PACIFIC, AND CANADIAN NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANIES. 


The board has on many occasions decided that the extent to which carriers may 
meet water competition, as long as there is no unjust discrimination, is within their 
own discretion. 

Application to direct the said railway companies to re-establish the tolls on lumber 
for export and domestic use to Montreal of last year, which had been raised one-half 
a cent and one cent per 100 pounds. 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Assistant Chief Commissioner 
Scott, of May 9, 1914, 17 Can. Ry. Cas., p. 102. 


FARMERS’ DAIRY AND PRODUCE CO. V. CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Ihe board ordered an express company to establish a commodity toll for carriage 
of milk by express for delivery to a connecting express company in the United States, 
and in so doing overruled the railway company’s objection that it did not want the 
business unless at its full tariff tolls, but suspended operation of the order pending 
proof that a toll had been agreed upon with the foreign connecting carrier which would 
permit the carriage of the commodity to its destination in the foreign country. 

The Farmers’ Dairy and Produce Company of St. John, N.B., applied for an order 
directing a special rate on milk to Boston. 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Chief Commissioner Drayton, May 
22, 1914, 17 Can. Ry: Cas., 106. 


UNJUST DISCRIMINATION, MASSIAH V. CANADIAN PACIFIC RY. CO. 


Within the limits of the standard passenger tolls per mile, railway companies have 
discretion to vary the toll under certain conditions. That discretion may be exercised 
by the granting of commutation tolls to one point and not to another; such difference 
in the treatment of different places is not necessarily unjust discrimination, and in the 
absence of affirmative evidence of actual discrimination, resulting in the positive 
detriment to a place to which such tolls are refused, the board will not interfere. 

Complaint of Mrs. Kate S. Massiah, of Lachute, Que., regarding discrimination 
shown by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in issuing commutation tickets the 
year round to Ste. Agathe, Vaudreuil, Hudson, and other places, while none are issued 
between Lachute and Montreal, Que. 

The facts are set out in the judgment of Mr. Commissioner McLean, May 22, 
1914, 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 88. 


NEWMAN V. BELL TELEPHONE CO. 


A telephone in the residence of a market gardener and fruit raiser, who has no 

office telephone, is properly charged the business toll irrespective of the amount of user. 
Bayly v. Bell Telephone Co., 11 Can. Ry. Cas. 190, followed. 

Where it had been the custom to allow party line subscribers, so situated that they 

must pay excess mileage tolls, a reduction of one-fifth on the base toll, a discontinuance 
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of this reduction is not justified on the ground that a change of tolls in the primary 
toll area ordered by the board rendered obsolete party line service within that area. 
An order of the board extending the primary toll area is not sufficient justification for 
an increase in mileage tolls to subscribers situated beyond that area. 

City of Montreal v. Bell Telephone Co. (Montreal Telephone Toll Case), 15 Can. 
Ry. Cas. 118, followed. ; 

Application of a party line subscriber to direct the respondent to cease charging 
him a business toll, increasing it for excess mileage, and substituting individual line 
in place of party line tolls in the primary area. 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Mr. Commissioner McLean,. July 


17, 1914, 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 271. 


NOVICIAT DE NOTRE DAME DES ANGES VY. BELL TELEPHONE co. 


A telephone in. the house of a religious community is properly charged the busi- 
ness toll. 

Newman v. Bell Telephone Co., 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 271, followed. 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Mr. Commissioner McLean, July 
17, 1914, 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 277. ; 


UNJUST DISCRIMINATION—EDMONTON, CLOVER BAR SAND CO. V. GRAND TRUNK PACIFIC 
RAILWAY COMPANY. 


A toll obtaining on one railway cannot be claimed to be unjustly discriminatory 
simply because a toll on another which is put into effect for competitive reasons, is 
lower, it being within the discretion of a carrier whether it shall meet competition or 
not. 

Application to direct the railway company to equalize its tolls with those of another 
carrier serving its competitor on the ground of unjust discrimination. 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment of,Chief Commissioner Drayton, July 
18, 1914, 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 95. 


ST. JOHN AND QUEBEC RAILWAY V. CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY co. 
a 


Under section 176 the board, as a question of law, has no jurisdiction to authorize 
a provincial railway company to take and use the lands and tracks of a Dominion 
railway company, although under 1 and 2 Geo. V, chapter 22, section 5 (3), amending 
section 228, the board can make supplemental orders for the safe and proper transfer 
of engines and equipment of the provincial railway company by the Dominion railway 
company by means of a physical connection. 

(Preston and Berlin Street Ry. Co. v. Grand Trunk Ry. Co., 6 Can. Ry. Cas. 142; 
St. John and Quebec Ry. Co. v. Canadian Pacifie Ry. Co., 14 Can. Ry. Cas. 360, 
followed.) | 

Application for authority to take and use the lands and tracks of the respondent 
and order it to make a physical connection with the applicant. 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Chief Commissioner Drayton, July 
18, 1914, 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 334. 


DOMINION TRANSPORTATION CO. V. ALGOMA CENTRAL AND HUDSON BAY RAILWAY CO. 


The board, under sections 2 (21), 284, 317, has jurisdiction to direct the respon- 


dent to maintain its dock at Michipicoten harbour and provide facilities thereat for 


receiving, loading, carrying, unloading, and delivering traffic of the applicant in com- 
petition with traffic of the respondent. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 7 


- SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


Canadian Northern Ry. Co. v. Robinson & Son, 37 S.C.R. 541, 6 Can. Ry. Cas. 
101, followed. 

Application to direct the respondent to maintain its dock at Michipicoten Har- 
bour so as to afford accommodation and facilities for the traffic of the applicant. 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Chief Commissioner Drayton, July 
31, 1914, 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 422. \ 


SAINT DAVID’S SAND CO. V. GRAND TRUNK AND MICHIGAN CENTRAL RAILWAY COMPANKSES., 


The board, following the General Interswitching order, approved a joint toll of 
50 cents per ton on sand over a distance of 12-3 miles (3 miles over M.C.R.R. and 9-3 
miles over G.T.R.) from the sand pit to Merritton, subject to a minimum weight of 
60,000 pounds. . 

(Doolittle and Wilcox v. Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific Ry. Cos. (Stone 
Quarry Toll Case), 8 Can. Ry. Cas. 10, at p. 13; Continental, Prairie and Winnipeg 
Oil Cos. v. Canadian Pacific Ry. Co., 18 Can. Ry. Cas. 156, at p. 159; Canadian Manu- 
facturers’ Association v. Canadian Freight Association (General Interswitching 

Order), 7 Can. Ry. Cas. 302, followed.) | 
| While it is justifiable to base differences in a toll on quantity as between O.L. and 
L.C.L. traffic movement, it is not justifiable to make a difference in a toll based on the 
distinction between carload and trainload movements. 

Application for a joint toll of 40 cents per ton on trainload traffic moved from the 
applicants’ pit to the Welland Ship Canal via Michigan Central and Grand Trunk 
Railways. : 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Mr. Commissioner McLean, October 
23, 1914, 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 279. 


RANDALL, GEE AND MITCHELL V. CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The carriage of traffic (other than for construction purposes) before the railway 
has b3en authorized to be opened therefor, under section 261, is illegal, and no legal 
toll or tariff applies to such traffic. 

Refunds apply where the railway company, performing a legal service, charges a 
greater toll than allowed by appropriate tariff on file with the board. 

Baker, Reynolds & Co. v. Canadian Pacific Railway Oo., 10 Can. Ry. Cas. 151, fol- 
lowed. ; 

Application to direct a refund to be made of the difference between construction 
tariff tolls, and through grain tolls from Torquay and Outram respectively, to Fort 


William. a 
The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Chief Commissioner Drayton, 


November 19, 1914, 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 252. 
AMERICAN COAL AND COKE CO. VY. MICHIGAN CENTRAL RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Contracts made in. the United States for the carriage of carload traflic 
passing from one point to another in the United States through Canadian territory 
are under the control of the Interstate Commerce Commission, and the board (having 
regard to international comity) will not make an order as to demurrage charged for 
delay of such traffic in Canada, when no Canadian interest is involved, where the effect 
of such order would be to nullify the previous order of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission on the same subject matter. oa 

Application to direct the railroad company to desist from holding cars in its 
freight terminals at Windsor, Ont., until switching orders for their delivery in Detroit, 
Mich., are received, and for’a refund of the demurrage tolls charged during such deten- 


tion. 4 
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The facts are fully set out in the A. CO. and C. v. M.C.R.R. 
Judgement of Chief Commissioner Drayton, December 4, 1914, 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 


oD 


256. 


2;0yY VY, CANADIAN PASSENGER ASSOCIATION, 


Application for special tolls for farmers desiring to attend agricultural conven- 
tions, conferences, and exhibitions. . 

Held, that under sections 77, 315 and 341, the board has no jurisdiction to compel a 
railway company to issue reduced tolls to farmers attending agricultural conventions, 
or to any other class of the community. It is entirely within the diseretion of the 
carriers whether they will do so or not, and for the board to do so would be unjust dis- 
crimination against other classes of the community. 

Canadian Fraternal Association v. Canadian Passenger Association, 13 Can. Ry. 
Cas., 178, followed. 

Judgement, Chief Commissioner Drayton, January 5, 1915, 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 320. 


STOLTZE MANUFACTURING CO. V. CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY AND WESTERN CANADA POWER 
COMPANIES, 


Application to direct the respondents to grant the construction toll on lumber used 
for construction purposes by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 

Held, that the board has no jurisdiction to deal with questions of contract between 
shippers and purchasers. ond therefore the parties are not bound by any finding of the 
board, except with regard to tolls. ; 

When two connecting carriers are separate legal entities, and the former operates 
and tariffs the latter as a separate property, the latter is under no obligation to put a 
construction toll of the former into effect on its line, but the shipper is entitled, on a 
through bill of lading, to the benefit of the through toll to the point of delivery. 

See Wylie Milling Co. v. Canadian Pacifie and Kingston and Pembroke Railway 
(Companies, 14 Can. Ry. Cas. 5. 

The facts are fully set ovt in the judgment of Assistant Chief Commissioner 
Seott, January 16, 1915, 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 324. = 


STOLTZE MANUFACTURING CO. V. CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY AND WESTERN CANADA POWER 
COMPANIES. 


Application for joint tolls on shingles transported over the railways of the 
respondents. 

The board refused to reduce the tolls on the respondent power company’s line, on 
account of its extraordinary operating conditions, but made a reduction in the respon- 
dent railway company’s toll by following the practice in Eastern Canada, where con- 
necting carriers having no joint tolls each takes one cent from its local toll, subject 
to a minimum net toll. 


Fullerton Lumber & Shingle Co. v. Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, dis- 
tinguished. 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Assistant Chief Commissioner 
Seott, January 18, 1915, 17 Can. Ry. Cas., 282. 


MOUNTAIN LUMBER MANUFACTURERS’ ASSOCIATION V. CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY 
(GOLDEN TOLL CASE). 


Application to direct the respondent to give Golden, on the main line of the Cana- 
if 2 ifie 91 ’ + Cee. s S 
dian Pacific Railway, the same tolls to all prairie destinations as now apply from 
“ernie o he Crowe . 
Fernie on the Crowsnest branch, where the mileages are equal. 
e! 
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Held, that the tolls on lumber from Golden, on the main line of the Canadian 
Pacific railway, to prairie destinations, should be put on a parity with the tolls from 
corresponding points on the Crowsnest branch to the same destination via the same 
common point. 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Chief Commissioner Drayton, 
February 9, 1915, 17 Can. Ry. Cas., 285. ‘ 


BRITISH COLUMBIA CENTRAL FARMERS’ INSTITUTES V. CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Application for the privilege of shipping mixed carload lots of flour and feed, 
sacked and baled hay and straw, at carload tolls. ; 

Held, that the provision in the railway company’s tariffs west of lake Superior, 
that different commodities may be consolidated into carload lots at carload tolls, but 
when these commodities in such mixture take different ratings if shipped separately 
in straight carload lots, the entire mixed lot is charged the highest earload tolls and 
the highest minimum weight; (rule 2 (c)) follows the practically universal rule in 
freight classification and will not be disturbed by the board. 

Judgement of Chief Commissioner Drayton, January 7, 1915, 17 Can. Ry. Cas., 
431. 


FREDERICTON BOARD OF TRADE V. CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Application to direct the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to remedy arbitrary 
and unjustly discriminatory tolls on passenger traffic to and from Fredericton, N.B. 
Held, that it is unjust discrimination for the respondent from considerations of 
traffic policy, to extend the advantage of the competitive toll to points where competi- 

tion does not exist. 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Mr. Commissioner McLean, July 
18, 1914, 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 438. 

Upon the application by the railway company for a rehearing, held, that under 
section 815, unjust discrimination does not exist where there is actual competition at 
the initial and terminal points reached by railway lines, and the potential choice of 
a passenger at an intermediate point whereby he may elect to buy a through ticket 
for the whole distance between the initial and terminal points, cheaper than one on 
a mileage basis from such intermediate point to the terminal point, spreads the effect 
of competitions over the whole journey. 

The general scope of section 315 makes it clear that the board is empowered to 
recognize the existence of competition and its effects, therefore, when it is satisfied 
that such competition exists, it may allow a lower toll on the section of railway where 
the dissimilar circumstances and conditions created by such competitions exist. 

Malkin & Sons v. Grand Trunk Railway Co. (Tan Bark Case) 8 Can. Ry Cas. 183, 
at pp. 186, 187; Almonte Knitting Co. v. Canadian Pacific and Michigan Central Rail- 
way Cos. (Almonte Knitting Co. Case), 3 Can. Ry. Cas. 441, followed. 

Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, January 7%, 1915, 17 Can. Ry. Cas., 439. 


APPEALS FROM DECISIONS OF THE BOARD. 


or the year ending March 31, 1915, there were no appeals made to the Governor 
in Council from the decisions of the board. With regard to appeals to the Supreme 
Court of Canada during the same period, there were two appeals, the first being an 
appeal by the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company from the board’s Order No. 
19347, dated the 14th day of May, 1913, in respect of the company’s station site at 
Prince George, B.C. This appeal was dismissed. The second appeal was that of the 


¢ 
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Toronto Railway Company against the order of the board No. 22855, dated the 12th 
day of November, 1914, on certain questions of law involved. This appeal is still 
pending before the Supreme Court. 

A list of the appeals from the board’s decisions to the Supreme Court since its 
inception to date will be found under Appendix “ K” to this report. 


f 


ORDERS, GENERAL ORDERS AND CIRCULARS. 


The total number of orders issued for the year ending March 31, 1915, was 1,897. 
The number of general circulars issued by the board, directed to all railway companies- 
subject to its jurisdiction for the year was nine. The general orders as distinguished 
from other orders issued by the board are those affecting all railway companies subject 
to the board’s jurisdiction. A list of the general orders and circulars for the year 
ending March 31, 1915, wil! be found compiled under Appendix “L” to this report. 


JUDGMENTS OF THE BOARD. 


The principal judgments of the board delivered between the Ist of April, 1914, 
and the 31st of March, 1915, will be found under Appendix “ C.” 


APPLICATIONS TO THE BOARD. 


The total number of applications, including informal complaints made to the 
board, for the year ending March 31, 1915, was 4,050 (which shows a decrease from the 
preceding year of 1,516). Under Appendix “J” will be found a table classifying the 
applications and complaints made to the board under the various sections of the Rail- 
way Act. A detailed statement of these complaints, disposed of without a formal hear- 
ing, will be found under Appendix ‘‘ A” to this report. 


TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT OF THE BOARD. 


In the traffic department of the board the number of tariffs received and filed for 
the year ending March 31, 1915, were as follows:— ; 


Hreight tariffs including: supplements .| scam. cb tous we ep ee eee ig ee ee eee 70,738 
Passenger tariffs.includine,supplements.. -... Ao0-.0+ 4s cen eeees 14,637 
Express. tariffs ineluding supplements... 4 e eae eae eae eee 3,664 
Telephone tariffs including supplements... .. ©.°.. seo. we eee 2,858 
Sleeping and parlour car tariffs including supplements... ........ 97 
Telegraph! tariifs'and supplements 3% 6. a2 sep eee 23 


This makes a total of 92,017 for the year, as compared with a previous total for 
the year ending March 81, 1914, of 94,086, being a decrease of 2,069 tariffs. It will 
ke noted that the decrease occurs in the Express Tariffs and Supplements, which for 
the year ending March 31, 1914, were 9,817 as against 3,664 for the year ending March 
31, 1915. The total number of tariffs filed from February 1, 1904, to March 31, 1915, 
was 581,092. cS 

The details in regard to the tariffs will be found under Appendix ““D” of this 
report. : 


ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT OF THE ‘BOARD. 


In the engineering department of the board a large number of inspectiong were 
made covering the whole Dominion. These inspections for the year ending March 381, 
1915, number 390 and cover inspections for the opening of a railway for the carriage 
of traflic, as required under section 261 of the Railway Act, inspections of culverts, 
highway crossings, cattle guards, road crossings, bridges, subways and general inspec- 
ao re within the general scope of the work of the engineering department of 

e board. 


vl . o . . . . 
For details of the various inspections made see Appendix “ E.” 
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OPERATING DEPARTMENT OF THE BOARD. 


Under the work of this department is included the inspection of locomotive boilers 
and their appurtenances, the inspection of safety appliances on cars and locomotives, 
the investigations into accidents causing personal injury or loss of life, the reporting 
on the locations of stations, matters of protection at highway crossings, and. train and 

‘station service performed by the railway companies. Under Appendix “ F” will be 
found a full and detailed report of the chief operating officer of the departmént. 


_ACCIDENTS AND ACCIDENT INVESTIGATIONS. — 


Jt will be noted that the comparative statement of killed and injured shows a 
marked decrease in the number of accidents among the passengers carried, railway 
employees, as well as others, as compared with the previous year 1913-14, but there 
still remains room for considerable improvement in this respect. 
| Among the casualties as represented by the figures given are a large number of 
accidents which occurred on highway crossings that are already protected either by 
gates or automatic bells, and in many instances the public disregard is evidenced in 
‘respect of the protective appliances supplied by persons crawling under the gates or 
walking around them, or endeavouring to cross the-tracks in disregard of the alarm 
given by automatic signal bells. This appears to be peculiarly the case with drivers 
of automobiles who apparently depend upon the speed of the automobile to carry them 
across the tracks in front of a train, rather than wait a few moments to allow it to pass. 
| It is suggested that automobile drivers shut off their machines when approaching level 
crossings of steam railways so that the alarm given by an automatic bell, or by an 
‘approaching train, might be more effectively heard. It is also highly desirable that 
‘the efforts and co-operation of railway employees and railway officials to reduce and 
‘eliminate accidents of all kinds be not in any measure released, but on the contrary 
‘increased wherever possible. 
| The following is a table giving comparisons between the total number of passen- 
gers carried by the railway companies, the number of passengers killed and injured, 
‘and the same information as to employees, and as to trespassers, showing the number 
‘of trespassers killed and the relative percentage thereof to the total number of persons 
killed for the year. The figures giving the total number of passengers and employees 
‘earried are for the year ending June 30, 1914, thé last figures available. 


Passengers— 
Number of passengers carried on railways... .. «1 «1 «1 se «- 46,702,280 
Number of passengers killed... .. .. .. ae Aa 8 
Number of passengers injured... .. 2. 22 ee ee et Fe ee ee we ee 239 
Hmployees— 
Number of employees with railways... .. 2. 2+ e+ te ee te ee ee 159,142 
Number of employees killed... ... 2. 2. 2+ ee ee ee ee oe ee ee oe 99 
Number of employees injured... .. .. .+ «2 e+ +s ee 873 
le Trespassers— 3 
4 Number of trespassers Killed. .. .. «+ ++ e+ «+ os . 170 
$ Per cent of trespassers killed to total of 837.. .. .. .- - aelatte 50 


be It will be noted that of what may be termed preventable loss, 170 killed under the 
heading of trespassers is a very large percentage of the total killed, and, as already 
stated in previous report, the board has through the attorney generals of the various 
provinces, taken up the question of prosecuting trespassers on railway property with 
a view to limiting the large number of fatalities which occur in this way; and, while 
the total number of trespassers killed for the year ending March 31, 1915, is consider- 
ably reduced from that of the previous year, there is still room for very considerable 


‘improvement in this respect. 
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The following table shows the totals by provinces as regards trespassers killec 
and injured for the year ending March 31, 1915 :— 


Provinces. . Killed. Injured. 
Ontario... 6% Qi cere selects Sp ohare ee eee ae 90 69 
Québec. wo 3k se aus ) NER EMER ame be en) aye 37 20 
Manitopa ei. 5 fare ae ee Aa crate Sere rei ta eoee 12 g 
SaskafChewaAls sc.) she cele yo) ua elie 0 louie) on (ctges stance ee ee 7 7 
Alberta, . i. we fa @ amt ahr sit erase eee cu ee 8 ; s 
British ColwmMbDia. chs oe ore cet ae reenact a a 16 he 
Nova Scotia: Sonu re a ae. on Sea Stee Nor en he eee nil nil 
New Brunswithis.<.: ee oe ne eeate ctela (ene eeren eon tamara nil 1 
VukOric ce clk a a ae a ee ree © nil nil 

Motalin. oie a) ges, Fe ee cutee ene emai cree ten 170 126 


FIRE INSPECTION DEPARTMENT OF THE BOARD. 


The work of the fire inspection department continues to show steady growth, an 
co-operation with the various Dominion and provincial fire-protective organizatio 
has been extended. During the past year 71 employees of such organizations were 
under appointment as officers of this department. 

In connection with the condition of the railway companies’ rights of way it is 
noted that a steady improvement has taken place and the fire hazard has been much 
reduced thereby. Attention has also been given by the companies to the fire hazard 
immediately adjacent to the companies’ rights of way by piling and burning the debris 
on a narrow strip outside the right of way on both sides of the track. Tt might be 
noted here that in. this work the respective Dominion and provincial governments 
or private owners are responsible, and vigorous action is needed on the part of such 
agenties in this connection. 

Railway companies operating through forest sections have been required to main- 
tain special fire patrols in order to prevent fires along their right of way. Supplement- 
ing this action special instructions relative to the reporting and extinguishing of fires 
have been issued by the various railway companies to all their employees, and it is 
gratifying to note that excellent results have been obtained. 

During the season of 1914 a total of 12,799 miles of fire guards were constructed 
by. the Canadian Pacific, Canadian Northern, Grand Trunk Pacific and Great Northern 
railways, under the requirements prescribed by the chief fire inspector. These require- 
ments were practically the same as those prescribed in 1913. 

It may be noted that oil as a lomocotive fuel is in exclusive use on a total of 726 
miles of railway lines in British Columbia, and it is anticipated wnat this will be 
doubled during the ensuing year by the installation of oil fuel on the Grand Trunk 
Pacific railway between Prince Rupert, B.C., and Jasper, Alta., a distance of 718 
miles. There have been no instances of fire caused by oil burning in Canada. 

A condition of unusually severe drought obtained during the spring and summer 
season of 1914, which resulted in a fire loss throughout the country that has been th 
greatest since 1910, despite the effort of greatly improved fire-protective organizations. 

A total of 1,346 fires are reported as having started within 300 feet of the railway 
track, throughout the Dominion, during the fire season of 1914. These fires burn 
over a total area of 191,770 acres, of which 49,326 acres, or 25-72 per cent was youn 

forest growth and 107,496, or 56-05 per cent, merchantable timber, the balance of th 
area burned over being grass or cultivated land and slashing or old burn not restock- 
ing. The total value of property destroyed by the above fires was $433,442, of whic 
$202,987 was for merchantable timber and $59,624 was the estimatea value of youn 
forest growth destroyed. Of the above 1,346 fires, 904 or 67-16 per cent were report 
as having been caused by railway agencies. One hundred and thirty-seven fires ar 
reported as due to tramps, camp fires, etc., 62 fires as due to settlers clearing land an 
16 to other known causes. There were 227 fires reported as of unknown origin. 
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RECORD DEPARTMENT. 


Since the publication of the last annual report there has been no change in con- 
nection with the clerical staff of this department, with the exception of that caused 
by the death of Mr. C. S. Huband, acting record officer of the board, who died after a 
lengthy illness on November 25, 1914. The board has not deemed it necessary under 
existing circumstances to fill the vacancy caused by Mr. Huband’s death. 

Below is given a table setting forth the number of applications, filings and letters 
received during the year ending March 31, 1915, together with the number of orders 


issued. 
i 


Number of applications made.. .. .. enh Pete Rter Be cae Sie mee dee 4,050 
Number of filings received during the - year. BSD (ees Smee ith rae oe 43,966 
Nitmbersof outsoinssletters during year ei en heh ei I RS 39,302 
Number of orders issued during the year.. ee coe hy Cane ten Onc hney marr aa een eae 1,897 


| Under Appendix “ A” will be found the list of informal complaints made during 


‘the year, and under Appendix “J ” will be found table showing the applications, com- 
plaints, etc., c'assified under the various sections of the Railway Act as compiled by 
Mr. F. R. Daxter, clerk in charge of the statistical branch of the record room. 

Under Appendix “IX” will be found the list of cases appealed to the Supreme 
Court and to the Governor in Council since the 1st of February, 1904. 


SECRETARY'S DEPARTMENT. 


Since the publication of the last Annual Report of the Board, Mr. R. Bacherdson 
was, by Order in Council dated November 7, 1914, appointed Assistant Secretary to 
| the Board, being transferred from the ottice of the Chief Commissioner. Mr. 
Richardson was first appointed to the staff of the Board by Order in Council dated 
April 5, 1905, as Private Secretary to the then Chief Commissioner, and shortly after 
‘that date he was appointed by the Board as Acting Secretary outside of Ottawa. 
covering not only the Maritime and Eastern Provinces but also the Province of 
Manitoba and the western provinces. It is to be noted that during the ten years that 
avo elapsed since Mr. Richardson’s first appointment he has discharged his duties 
ies Acting Secretary in a manner highly satisfactory to the Board. 

The vacancy created in the Chief Commissioner’s office by the transfer of Mr. 
‘Richardson to the Secretary’s Department, has been filled by the transfer and appoint- 
Ft of Mr. C. M. B. Chapman from the Traffic Department to the position of Private 
Secretary to the Chief Commissioner. 


Po bese te 
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APPENDIX “ A.” 


LIST OF COMPLAINTS FILED WITH THE BOARD OF RAILWAY COM- 
MISSIONERS, YEAR ENDING MARCH 31, 1915. 


4798. The Grand Trunk Railway Company making a charge of twelve dollars per 
year against a telephone company for the privilege of installing a telephone in the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company’s station at Newton, Ont. 

4799, Alleged excessive freight rates charged by the Canadian Pacifie Railway 
Company on shipments of sand and gravel from St. Gabriel de Brandon, P.Q. 

4800. Lack of proper cattleguards on the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
right of way in the vicinity of Churchbridge, Sask. 

4801. Unsatisfactory drainage facilities on the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo 
Railway at Hamilton, Ont. j 

4802. The Canadian Northern Railway Company assessing an annual rental for 
use of steel on siding constructed by the complainants in the parish of St. Alexis, P.Q. 

4803. Difficulty experienced by complainant in collecting payments from the Cana- 
dian Northern Railway Company in connection with a townsite agreement at Cardale, 
Man. : 

4804. Unsatisfactory train connections at Orillia, Ont., by the Grand Trunk Rail- 
way Company’s trains. 

4805. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to pay damages to complain- 
ant for inconvenience caused by the moving of his farm road near Trenton, Ont. 

4806. Lack of proper eattle guards on the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s 
right of way in the vicinity of Giroux, Man. 

4807. Alleged overcharge on a shipment of live stock handled by the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company between Broomhill, Man. and Coleville, Sask. 

4808. The Canadian Pacifie Railway Company charging a higher rate for handling 
stone between St. Marys and Berlin, Ont., than the Grand Trunk Railway Company 
charge for handling this same commodity over their line. : 

4809. Refusal of contractors on the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway to pay com 
plainant for services performed in the construction of the line. 

4810. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to settle with complainant 
for wheat lost in transit due to leakage from cars between Goderich, Ont., and Inger- 
soll, Ont. 

4811. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to furnish a rebate on 
unused portion of ticket covering passage between Herbert, Sask., and New York, N.Y., 
which was only used to Montreal, Que. 

4812. Delay in transit to shipment of furs from Sturgeon Falls, Ont., to Corry. 
Penn., via Dominion Express and Wells Fargo Express Companies. 

4813. Delay of the Dominion Express Company and the Wells Fargo Expres 
Company in handling a shipment of furs from St. Catharines, Ont., to Corry, Penn. 

4814. The Canadian Northern Railway Company raising switching rates a 
re Ont., covering shipments of canned apples to Grand Trunk Railway Com: 
pany S 11nes. 

4815. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to grant remuneratior 
to complainant for deterioration in value of his land on account of their lines bein 
constructed through same in the vicinity of Excel, Alta. 
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4816. Alleged discrimination shown by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
in connection with freight rates on line from Owen Sound to Sault Ste. Marie, Ont.;- 
also against the 40,000 pound minimum carload weight. 

4817. Joint rates on shipments of lumber and lath charged. by the Intercolonial 
Railway to points on the Canadian Pacific Railway as compared with rates on the 
same commodity to points on the Grand Trunk Railway. 

4818. Unsatisfactory treatment received at the hands of the Canadian Northern 
Railway Company in connection with the construction of a gravel pit siding across 
property of complainant in the vicinity of Billings Bridge, Ont. : 

4819. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s delay in settling for land expro- 
priated from settlers for right of way purposes in the vicinity of Monitor, Alta. 

4820. Alleged excessive storage charges assessed by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company on a piano stored at Moosejaw, Sask. 

4821. The railway companies discontinuing summer freight rates between Mon- 
treal and Ottawa, Ont., and various other points. 

4822. Unsatisfactory station accommodation provided by the Canadian Northern 

_ Railway at Alsask, Sask. ; 

4823. Alleged discrimination shown by the British Columbia Electric Railway 
Company against the District of Collingwood, B.C., in the matter of passenger fares. 

4824. Alleged excessive passenger fares charged on the Montreal and Southern 
Counties Railway between Longueuil and St. Lambert and between Chambly and St. 
Lambert, P.Q. 

4825. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to operate on complainant’s 
siding at St. Marys, Ont., until settlement is made of an account for repairs to said 
siding which were made previous to the time siding agreement was made between the 
railway company and complainant. 

4826. The Canadian Northern Railway Company removing dirt for filling purposes 
from land of complainant and refusing to pay for same; also unsatisfactory condition 
of a fence along the right of way of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s Hum- 
boldt to Calgary branch, 

4827. Delay of the Canadian Pacife Railway Company in making settlement of 
claims for lost merchandise and the late delivery of goods. 

4828. The Canadian Pacific Railway. Company charging a ten cent fare between 
Lumsdens Mills and Timiskaming, P.Q. 

4829. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to furnish com- 
plainant with an extra farm crossing in lot 40, concession 9, township of Ross, Ont., 
and to furnish him with cattle guards at his crossing. A 

4830. Delay-of the Dominion Express Company in handling a shipment of furs 
from Port Dover, Ont., to Corry, Penn. 

4831. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in making settlement for 
land taken on their Weyburn-Lethbridge branch in section 21, township 6, range 22, 
west of the third meridian. 

4832. Alleged excessive freight rates charged on shipments of artistic and fancy 
building brick shipped from points in Pennsylvania and Ohio to Montreal, P.Q. 

: 4833. Refusal of the Bell Telephone Company to give long distance service con- 
nections with an independent telephone company at Riverfield, P.Q.. 

4834, Unsatisfactory minimum weight of carload shipments of pulpwood required 
in the Bangor and Aroostook Railroad tariff No. O.R.C. 125, 1.0.C. 1040, 

4835. Alleged excessive freight charges on a car of lumber shipped from Van- 
couver, B.C., to Benton, Alta., on the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

4836. Unsatisfactory condition of fences and cattle guards on the Canadian 
Pacific Railway for several miles on both sides of the Columbia river, B.C. 

4837. Alleged unjustifiable advance in cartage charges on caskets in the city of 
Winnipeg, Man. 
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4838, Alleged overcharge assessed by the Canadian Northern Railway Company 
on the shipment of a separator from Oak River to McGee, Sask. 

4839. Loss of dishes in transit over the Canadian Pacific Railway between Arm- 
strong, B.C., to Hamilton, Ont. a 

4840, The Hydro-Electric Power Commission erecting a high power transmission 
line over the tracks of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway between Brantford, Ont., 
and Paris, Ont., and their refusal to remove a pole which interferes with the railway 
company’s grading and drainage. 

4841, Unsatisfactory Canadian freight classification on mahogany. 

4249, Unsatisfactory valuation given by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
valuators on stock and grain damages in the vicinity of Bridesville, B.C. , 

4843. Alleged excessive charges assessed by the Canadian Northern Railway 
Company for the carriage of cattle in less than ecarload lots. 

4844, Alleged unfair treatment received at the hands of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company in connection with horses and cattle killed on their right of way 
in the vicinity of Lower Nicola, B.C. 

4845, Lack of cattle guards at railway crossing on the Canadian Northern Rail- | 
way, in the vicinity of Manville, Alta., in winter. ; 

4846, Alleged excessive charges of the Bell Telephone Company for the insertion 
of extra names in their telephone directory in the city of Montreal, P.Q. 

4847, Refusal of the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway Company to install cattle 
euards at farm crossing one mile north of Tyee Siding, B.C. 

4848, Excessive charges of express companies for carrying deceased persons in 
caskets. 

4249. Unsatisfactory routing given to a parcel of furs shipped via the American 
Express Company from Shedden, Ont., to Corry, Penn. 

4250. Refusal of the Canadian Express Company to reimburse complainant for 
eoods broken or damaged in transit from Brantford, Ont. 

4851. Unsafe condition of fencing on the Central Ontario Railway, about half a 
mile above Glen Ross, Ont., 

4852. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to make any. settle- 
ment of claims for stock killed by trains on their right of way in the vicinity of Prince 
Albert, Sask. ; ; 

4853. Freight rates charged on caustic soda and bleaching powders in carload lots 
on Canadian railways. 

4854, Unsatisfactory condition of culvert on the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Rail- 
way, on the property of complainant near Cowichan, B.C. 

4855. Alleged discrimination shown by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
with regard to freight rates on grain and mill feeds imported into the Cowichan 
district, B.C. | 

4856. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for case 
of eggs lost in transit between Cowichan, B.C., and Sechelt, B.C. 

(4857. Embargo enforced by the Galt, Preston and Hespeler Railway Company in 
conjunction with the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on cars of freight over the 
etn Trunk Railway consigned to team tracks on the Galt, Preston and Hespeler 

vailway. . 

{858. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company ‘to settle a claim for 
damages on account of a telegram being marked as originating at Vancouver, B.C., 
instead of Arlington, Wash. / 

4859. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Express Company to settle a claim for 
poultry which died in transit from Prince Albert, Sask., to Saskatoon, Sask. 

4860. Unsatisfactory classification given in Canadian freight classification to tung- 
sten lamps. 
ne 1SG1. Refusal of the Dominion Express Company to entertain claim for banana 
frozen in transit between Winnipeg, Man., and Toulon, Man. : 
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4862. Damage to hay by fire from engines of the Canadian Northern Railway 
Company near Midale, Sask. 

4863. Fire damage to pasture lands near Hayter, Alta., caused by sparks from 

Canadian Pacific Railway Company’ engines. 
4864. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to make refund of 
differencé between rates charged by construction gangs carrying freight and the 
regular grain rates on shipments handled between Torquay and Fort William, Ont., 
_and Outram and Fort William, Ont. 

- 4865, The Grand Trunk Railway Company increasing switching rate on the town 
spur in violation of agreement made with the village of Fergus, Ont. 

4866. The Great Northern Railway Company charging a passenger rate of four 
cents a mile on the Canadian side of the border whereas they are only permitted by 
_law to charge two cents per mile on the United States side. 

4867. Unsatisfactory train service provided by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company between Lac du Bonnet, Man., and Winnipeg, Man. 

4868. Inability of Complainant to obtain settlement from the Canadian. Pacife 
_ Railway Company for oak table lost in transit between Ste. Agathe des Monts, P.Q., 
and Bromptonville, Que. 

f 4869. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in paying for twenty 
loads of manure purchased at Delmas, Sask. 

4870. Unsatisfactory train service on the Kootenay Valley Railway operated by 
‘the Great Northern Railway Company. 

| 4871. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to make compensation 
for cow killed on right of way near Coleman, A!ta., due to defective cattle guards. 

4872. Damage to crops in the vicinity of Davis, Sask., due to fires from Canadian 
Northern Railway Company’s engines. 

4873. Lack of station agent at Eleott, Sask., on the Regina-Boundary branch of 
the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway. 

| 4874, Overcrowding of cars on the Burnaby Lake branch of the British Columbia 
Electric Railway. - 

4875. Practice of Canadian Railways in holding back settlements of claims for 
periods of from four to eight months. 

-4876. Excessive freight charges on automobiles handled between British Columbia 
and Vancouver Island. 

4877. Interswitching rates on coal at Trenton, Ont., between the Central Ontario 
and Grand Trunk Railways. 

- 4878. Canadian Freight Classification on Ruberoid, Cronolite, Kaloroid, Dom- 
inion and Eureka roofings and roofing materials. 

4879. Alleged excessive freight rate charged on a shipment of lumber from Rydle- 
dank on the Northern Ontario and Lake Huron Railway to Bruce station on the 
Janadian Pacific Railway. Ms 

4880. Unsatisfactory method of handling passengers on mixed trains at divisional 
joints which requires that passengers must travel through 'tyards and across tracks to 
set to their coach. 

4881. Refusal-of the Hull Electric Railway Company to grant reduced fares 
letween Aylmer, P.Q., and Ottawa, Ont., at certain hours of the day. 

4882. Unsatisfactory treatment received from the Atlantic Quebec and Western 
tailway Company in connection with drainage and the matter’ of a farm crossing at 
aittle Pabos, P.Q. 

4883. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to make settlement for 
olt killed on their right-of-way on the Regina-Colonsay branch. 

4884. Inability of complainant to get coal shed and siding accommodation from 
1e Canadian Northern Railway Company at Calgary, Alta. 

4885. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to entertain claim for 
pples frozen in transit to Maple Creek, Sask. 
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carload shipments of milk at Vancouver, B.C. 
arged on shipment of,a car of hogs from 
an Pacific, Canadian Northern 


‘4886. Unsatisfactory rates covering 

4887. Alleged excessive freight rates ch 

Millett, Alta., to North Edmonton, Alta., via Canadi 
and Grand Trunk Pacific Railways. 

4888. Freight rate charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on a ship- 
ment of well drilling machinery shipped from Corsicans, Texas to Strathcona, Alta. 

4889. Alleged unsafe operation of trains in the vicinity of Edmonton, Alta., on 
the Canadian Pacific Railway. , : 

4290. Unsatisfactory drainage from proper 
Railway Company at Petite Riviere Est, P.Q. 

4891. Trestle on the Atlantic, Quebec and Western Railway which causes high- 
way on their right of way to be blocked with snow at Bréche 4 Manon, 1a The 

4892. Lack of fencing on the Canadian Northern Railway Rosebury Branch in 
the vicinity of Sandy Lake, Man. ) 

4893. Alleged refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to sell seats in 
sleeping cars after 10 p.m., and refusing accommodation in these cars unless-a berth is 
purchased. : 

4894. Damage caused by spark from Canadian Northern Railway Company’s 


ty of the Atlantic, Quebec and Western 


engine at Munson, Alta. 

4295. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to make settlement of 
claim which originated on account of delay in transit of ‘shipment from Cincinnati, 
U.S.A., to Vancouver, B.C. 

4896. Alleged excessive express rates on carload shipments. of fresh fish from Van 
couver, B.C., to Winnipeg, Man. 

4897. Damage done to steam and water pipes in the Institution for the Blind a 
Brantford, Ont., by means of electrolysis caused by improper bonding of the rails o 
the Grand Valley Railway Company. ; 

4898, Alleged excessive freight rates charged on a car of mill stuff from a millin 
company at Lethbridge, Alta., to Crawford Bay, B.C., over the Canadian Pacific Rail 
way. 

4899. Blocking of culvert on the Canadian Pacific Railway east of Isbester, Ont. 

4900. Proposed closing of highway crossing between sections 2 and 11, west of th 
second meridian, at Invermay, Sask., on the Canadian Northern Railway. 

4901. Damage by fire caused from sparks from Canadian Northern Railway Com 
pany’s engines at Birch Hills, Sask. 

4902. The Canadian Northern Railway ploughing fire euards on private propert 
at Delia, Alta. ; 

; 4903. Loss of cattle on account of fire which originated from sparks from Canadia 
Northern Railway Company’s engines near Standard, Alta. 

4904. Damage to property caused by fire from Canadian Northern Railway Co 
pany’s engines near Hanna, Alta. 

4905. Refusal of the Dominion Atlantic Railway Company to furnish a crossin 
at an approach to private property at Deed Brook, N.S. 

4906. Alleged excessive express charges assessed on parcels shipped from Brando 
Man., via Canadian Northern Express Company to London, England. 

4907. Lack of proper fencing along! the right of way of the Michigan Centr 
Railway Company at Edy’s Mills, Ont. shat 

4908. U nsatist actoky condition of roadway at highway crossing over the tracks 
Le eerie Sidi Railway Company between concessions 11 and 12, tow 
4909. Unsatisfactory express de'ivery limits in the town of St. Jerome, PQ. 
ae 4910. The closing of a farm crossing at Foster, P.Q., on the Canadian Pae 
Railway. 
4911. Alleged discrimination against the city of Fort William, Ont. in the mat 
of freight rates as compared with all other points in western Canada. 
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4912. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s agent at Eagle River, 
Ont., to stop the second section of a train for a passenger wishing to board same. 

4913. Bad state of roads in the immediate vicinity of the Canadian Northern Rail- 
way Company’s station at St. Ursule, P.Q. 

4914. Dangerous condition of Grand Trunk Railway Company’s crossing at 
seventh concession line, one-half mile west of Georgetown, Ont. 

4915. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to build a spur line 
extension for the accommodation of complainant at Waldo, B.C. 

4916. The proposed discontinuance of daily passenger and mail train service 

between Midway and Ne'son, B.C., on the Canadian Pacific Railway. 
| 4917. Alleged excessive freight rates charged on corn handled over) the Michigan 
Central Railway. 

4918. Smoke nuisance and noise of trains along the river front in the town of 
Walkerville, Ont. 

4919. Inability of complainant to get a setttement with the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company for furniture damaged in transit from West Toronto, Ont., to Windsor, Ont. 

4920. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Rajlway Company for right of way purposes 

in the southeast quarter of section 21, township 17, range 7, west of the third meridian. 
4921; Alleged unjust dismissal, by the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company, 
of a sectionman employed on the Regina boundary branch. i 

4922. Lack of proper fencing along the right of way of the Canadian Pacifie Rail- 
way through a number of Indian Reserves such as Spuzzum, Boston Bar and North 
Bend and the resultant loss in cattle, horses, ete. being killed. 

4923. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in paying for land expro- 
priated for right of way purposes near Marcelin, Sask., in the southeast quarter of 
section 26, township 44, range 7, west of the third meridian. 

4924. Canadian freight classification for wheels of sheaf loaders. 

4925. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company to settle claim 
for horse killed at Bowmanville, Ont. 

4926. Alleged excessive freight charges assessed by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company on a shipment handled between Hughenden, Alta., and Toronto, Ont. 

4927. The curtailment of freight and mail service between Selkirk, Man., and 
Gimli, Man., on the Winnipeg Beach branch of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

4928. The Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company tearing up planking 
at farm crossing and digging a deep ditch on both sides of the track at Bowmanville, 
Ont. 

4929. Condition of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s fencing at Bow- 
manville, Ont. , 

4930, Alleged excessive freight rates charged on a shipment of cotton goods from 
Magog, P.Q., to Walkerville, Ont., over the Canadian Pacific and Pere Marquette rail- 
ways. 

4931. Alleged overcharge on a car of mixed lumber shipped over the Canadian 
Pacific Railway from Fruitvale, B.C., to Calgary, Alta. 

4932. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to install a station 
agent at Banning, Ont. . 

4933. The Boston and Maine Railway Company not giving reduced rates in con- 
nection with the transportation of registered livestock, while all other railways grant 
half rate. 

_ 4934, Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to give a coal shed 
site at Keystown, Sask. ; 

4935. Refusal of the Byron Telephone Company to give subscriber connection 
with London, Ont., on the line of the United Telephone Company of Lobo township, Ont. 

4936. Dangerous crossing of the Esquimalt. and Nanaimo Railway over the 
Victoria and Campbell River road, south of station in Duncan, B.O. 
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4937. Blocking of crossing known as the gravel road, in the Township of Yar- 
mouth, Ont., by the Pere Marquette Railway Company’s shunting operations, thus 
violating order of the board No. 18930. 

4938, Damage to property of complainant living in the vicinity of Trenton, Ont., 
due to the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company constructing through his 
farm. 
4939. Canadian freight classification of “Rocmac” a road construction material. 

4940, Inability of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to furnish anything 
smaller than an 80,000-pound capacity car for a tail end shipment of wheat and 
assessing a charge as if the car was filled to capacity. 

4941. Failure of the Quebec, Montreal and Southern Railway Company to pro- 
vide farm crossing for complainant at La Baie, Que. 

4942, Delay of Canadian Railway Companies in adjusting claims, delays in ship- 
ments, damages, ete. 

4943. Refusal of the Bell Telephone Company to give connection with an inde- 
pendent rural telephone company in Hullett township, Ont. 

4944, Unsatisfactory condition of fences along the Grand Trunk Railway near 
Argyle, Ont. 

4945. Unsatisfactory train and mail service to and: from Neville, Sask., on the 
Swift Current Southeasterly branch of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. 

4946. Shortage in weight of shipments of coal handled from Taber, Lethbridge, 
Alta., and other Western points to Weyburn, Sask., for which complainant is unable 
to obtain reimbursement. 

4947. Lack of facilities for loading stock at Landis, Sask., on the Grand Trunk 
Pacific Railway. ' ; 

4948. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for 
stock killed on right of way of their Tofield-Calgary branch. 

4949, Unsatisfactory condition of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s sta- 
tion at St. Felix de Valois, P.Q. 

4950. Unsafe condition of some six or eight level crossings on the Sydney and 
Louisburg Railway in the town of Glace Bay, N.S. 

4951. The Dominion Power and Transmission Company constructing a fence 
between their right of way and public highway at Burlington, Ont., and the incon- 
venience caused to a complainant by the gates constructed at his property. 

4952. Damage to property caused by the construction of a spur track belongin 
to the Canadian Northern Railway Company in the southwest quarter of section 35, 
township 50, range 6, west of the fourth meridian. 

4953. Alleged excessive freight charges assessed by the Atlantic, Quebee and 
Western Railway Company on a box of books shipped from Midland, Ont., to Newsor 
Centre, P.Q. 

4954, Train service to and from Belle Plaine, Sask., on the Canadian Pacific Rail 
way. 

4955. Refusal of the Atlantic, Quebec and Western Railway Company to instal 
siding to handle local business at Chandler, P.Q. 

4956. Dangerous condition of highway crossing at Mile 26-97 on the Campbell 
ford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway in the village of Parham, Ont. 

a4 4957. Proposed location of a spur track from the Canadian Northern. Ontari 
Railway to run between River and Wakefield streets in Parry Sound, Ont. ; 

4958. Alleged excessive freight charges assessed by the Grand Trunk Pacific Rail 
way on two cars of cordwood from Buckland, Sask., to Loverna, Sask. 

4959. Refusal of the Pere Marquette Railway Company to accept shipments 0 
hogs for delivery in Buffalo, N.Y. 

4960. Delay of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in settling claim for hone, 
lost in transit from Hagersville, Ont., to Morrin, Alta. : 
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4961. Lack of a proper crossing where the Canadian Northern Railway crosses 
road allowance between sections 28 and 29, township 19, range 22, west of the second 
meridian, in the rural municipality of Lumsden, Sask. 

4962. Dangerous crossing over the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s Alberta 
Central branch of the provincial government’s surveyed road into the village of Rocky 
Mountain House, Alta. 

4963. Proposed change in timetable on the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway 
Company’s Ironsdale-Bancroft line and Central Ontario line. 

4964. That bridge over waterway at Kenora, Ont., which is controlled by the Rat 
~ Portage Lumber Company and the Canadian Pacific Railway Company is interfering 
with navigation of said waterway. 

4965. Damage to property at lot 40, concession 9, township of’ Camden, Ont., 
caused by dislodgment of a large stone which was thrown onto said property during 
the construction work of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Com- 

pany at that point. ; 
4966. Excessive switching charges assessed by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Com- 
pany for switching services at Redcliff, Alta. 

4967. The Quebee Oriental Railway Company charging excess on commercial 
travellers’ baggage handled from station to station, 

4968. The Canadian Northern Railway Company’s highway crossing in the muni- 

Cipality of Whitehead, Man., being both dangerous and below standard. 
| 4969. Proposed change in Supplement 26, Tariff 2866 relative to Grand Trunk 
Pacific Railway switching to North Edmonton, Alta. 

4970. Passengers standing in cars and on running boards of cars on the Niagara 
Gorge route of the Niagara Gorge Railway.- ; 

4971. Refusal of the Toronto, Hamilton, and Buffalo Railway Company to take 
milk or express matter on the morning train at either St. Anns or Smithville, Ont. 

4972. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to grant compensation 

for buildings which are in danger of being burned down on account of being so close 
to the Moosejaw-Lacombe branch near Ethmuir, Sask. 

49783. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in settling for right 
of way through the northeast quarter of section 32, township 26, range 18, west of 
the third meridian, in the vicinity of Forgan, Sask. 

4974, Lack of proper drainage on the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s 
right of way at highway just southeast of station at Innisfree, Alta. 

4975. Train service and connections with the Canadian Pacific Railway at Sud- 
bury, Ont. 
| 4976. Overcrowding of cars on the Great Northern Railway week-end trains and 
also relative to matter of passengers being locked in cars on arrival at their destina- 
tion. 

4977. Canadian freight classification of glauber salts and sal soda. 

4978. Present method of computing storage charges on parcels shipped from long 
distances. ' 

_ 4979. The Hydro Electric Power Commission of Ontario constructing a power 
wire over the Canadian Pacific Railway at Menoset station, Ont. 

4980. Unsatisfactory condition of approach to crossing over the Calgary and 
Edmonton Railway in the rural municipality of Mountain’ View, Man. 
es , 4981. Excessive charges assessed by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on 
a car of live stock shipped from Calgary, Alta., to Grand Forks, B.C., and failure of 
that company to water the live stock as required by the twenty-four hour law. 
| 4982. Dangerous condition of highway crossing on the Grand Trunk Railway at 
one and a quarter miles east of Burlington Junction, Ont. 


ay 
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4983. Unsatisfactory train service on the Vegreville branch of the Canadian 
Northern Railway Company and delay in getting cream shipments to Edmonton, 
Alta., on account of such train service. 

4984, The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company charging a fixed rate from 
tegina, Sask., to Lebret, Sask., which includes a twenty-five cent entrance fee to sport 
grounds at Lebret, Sask., on an excursion handled for the Carmichael Sunday school. 

4985, Alleged discrimination shown by the Canadian Express Company in the 
matter of delivery of parcels at Lakefield, Ont. . 

4936. Unsatisfactory condition of culvert belonging to the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way Company which interferes with the use of an undercrossing in the township of 


Pickering, Ont. ' 

4987. Location of signal lights and other lights on the Pere Marquette Railway 
and obstructions that interfere with a clear view to these lights west of St. Thomas, 
Ont. 

4988. Stock being killed on the right of way of the Canadian Pacific Railway on 
the north fork of the Kettle river, north of Grand Forks, B.C. 

4989, Loading platform at Boissevain, Man., being unsatisfactory so far as accom- 
modation is concerned. 

4990. Unsatisfactory location of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s sta-_ 
tion at Ethelbert, Man. 

4991. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for bacon 
and ham stolen from the freight shed at Mara, B.C. 

4992, Lack of proper fencing along a ballast pit on the property of complainant 
near Hughenden, Alta., on the line of the Canadian Pacific. Railway Company. 

4993. Delay of the Kettle Valley Railway Company in settling for lands expro- 
priated for right of way purposes on their line between Osprey Lake and Princeton, 
B.C. 

4994. Unsatisfactory train service on the Virden to MeAuley branch of the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway Company in Manitoba. 

4995. The Quebee Central and Boston and Maine Railway Companies eutting off 
pullman accommodation between Sherbrooke, Que., and Boston, Me., during the 
summer season. 

4996. Proposed location of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s station 
near Stonefield, Que., and lack of a highway leading to the station if it is placed as 
proposed. 

4997. The Eastern Canada Passenger Association raising the minimum’ of pas- 
sengers to which reduced rates will be granted in connection with conventions, repre- 
sentative meetings, etc. ’ 

4998, Alleged excessive freight charges on a car of settlers’ effects shipped from 
Pierson, Man., to Langham, Sask., over the Canadian Pacifie and Canadian Northern 
Railway lines. 

| 4999, Lack of station facilities for loading or unloading baggage or merchandise at 
Glasnevin, Sask., on the Weyburn-Lethbridge branch of the Canadian Pacifie Railwa 
Company. , 

5000. The Bell Telephone Company raising rates at Montreal, Que., on the basi 
per mile of wire instead of actual distance between points. 

5001, Proposed diversion of Mill creek, Galt, Ont., as shown on the plans of th 
Lake Erie and Northern Railway Company for revised location through Galt, Ont: 
Lah ee alleged improper charge assessed by the Canadian Northern Railway 

Jompany at Toronto, Ont., covering shipments of coal diverted to points on their line. 

5003. ae Canadian Pacifie Railway Company filling an open drain which drain 

rne pack of complainant’s farm in the township of Trafalgar, Ont.; also putting grav 


on a nighway crossing the tracks at that point. : 
\ 


| Railway at Amyot, Ont. 
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5004. Refusal of the Irondale, Bancroft and’ Ottawa Railway Company to. con- 
struct a farm crossing over their line near Harcourt, Ont. 

5005. Lack of proper fencing along the right of way of the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company at London, Ont. 

5006. The culverts on the Morinville branch of the Canadian Northern Railway 
being too small to carry off the water from the district in the vicinity of St. Albert, 
Alta. 

5007. The culverts on the Edmonton, Dunvegan and British Columbia Railway 
being too small and too high to properly drain the district near St. Albert, Alta. 

5008, Lack of lavatory and facilities for handling freight at Fruitvale Station, 
B.C., on the Great Northern Railway. 

5009. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for goods 
lost in transit from Kinley, Sask., to Rockhaven, Sask. 

5010. Unsatisfactory treatment received by complainant from the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company in connection with sale’of land for right of way purposes 
in the southwest quarter of section 20, township 34, range 2, west of the fourth meri- 
dian, near Wilhelmina, Alta. 

5011. Condition of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s roadbed between Parry 
Sound and Depot Harbour, Ont. 

5012. Alleged excessive demurrage charges assessed by the Canadian Pacifie Rail- 
way Company on a car held at Vancouver, B.C. 

5013. The Bell Telephone Company in the city of Montreal, P.Q., raising the tele- 
phone rates on a basis of the distance to the telephone exchange from the subscriber. 

5014. Unsatisfactory condition of fences along the right of way of the Grand 
Trunk Railway at Maple Lake, Ont. 

-5015. Freight rates on the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway between 
Fernridge, B.C., and Sumas, Washington. 

5016. Lack of proper drainage system at creek which crosses the Canadian Pacific 

5017. Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s conductor charging complainant extra 
fare from Toronto, Ont., to London, Ont., when he presented a ticket reading from 
Neudorf, Sask., to London, Ont. : 

5018. Alleged discrimination shown in the matter of rates against the city of 
Saskatoon, Sask., and in favour of Battleford, Sask., on the Loverna Branch of the 
Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company. 

5019. Unsatisfactory mail train service to and from Redcliffe, Alta., on the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway. 

5020. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to put a crossing over 
their track at Hale, B.C., on the Government road which is constructed from Grand 
Forks, B.C., to Phenix, B.C. 

5021. Charges asked by the Bell Telephone Company for connection with their 
telephone line and the South Drummond telephone line at Perth, Ont. 

5022. Dangerous crossing at Dorval, P.Q., over the lines of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway and the Grand Trunk Railway. 

5023. The unsatisfactory condition of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 

crossings in the rural municipality of Cory, Sask. i ; 

5024. Condition of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s crossings in the 


‘rural municipality of Cory No. 344, Sask. 


5025. Alleged excessive overcharge on a shipment of oats from Irricanna to Cal- 
gary, Alta. over the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

5026. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to entertain claim for 
refund of overcharge on a shipment of lumber from South Wellington, B.C., to 


Merritt, B.C... | 


5027. Unsatisfactory facilities provided by the Canadian Express Company for 
the shipment of perishable fruits from Jordon, Ont. 
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5028. Dangerous condition of highway crossings on the line of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company between Sagwa and St. John, N.B. 

5029. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to put a highway 
crossing over the side track east of the depot at Pelly, Sask. 

5030. The passenger fares charged on the Canadian Pacific Railway between St. 
Gabriel de Brandon, Que., and Joliette, Que. ; 

5031. Dangerous level crossing on the Canadian Pacific Railway at Westfield 
cutting between Westfield, N.B., and Hillandale, N.B. 

5032. Dangerous level crossing on the Canadian Pacific Railway at Martinon 
Station, N.B. 

5033. Dangerous level crossing on the Canadian Pacific Railway at Ketepec 
Station, N.B. f ae 

5034, Dangerous level crossing on the Canadian Pacific Railway between Ketepec 
and Acamac, N.B. 

5035. The Grand Trunk Railway Company changing the name of Stanfold Station, 
Que., to Princeville, Que. 

5036. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in making refund for 
overcharge in passenger fare on a trip from Wood'‘awn Station on the Michigan Cen- 
tral Railway to Montreal, Que., via Smiths Falls, Ont., with stopover at Chesterville, 
Ont. ‘ 

5037. The Grand Trunk Railway Company delivering ecarload consignments of 
cement to the Northern Navigation Company’s boats at Owen Sound, Ont., without - 
assessing the dockage charges. 

5038. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company assessing an interline switching 
charge against a Vancouver firm on cars which are switched to elevator for storage 
but not consigned to the complainants. ; 

5039. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to entertain claim for a 
Columbia Mu'tiple Battery which was destroyed while in transit from Cleveland, Ohio; 
to Blandford, N.S 

5040. The Bell Telephone Company at Montreal, Que., charging a commercial rate 
for telephone installed in residence at Notre Dame de Grace, Montreal, Que. 

5041. The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company expropriating a strip of land 
four hundred feet wide through homestead in the northwest quarter of section 14, 
township 53, west of the fifth meridian near Gainford, Alta. 

5042. Refusal of the Bell Telephone Company to install a telephone on premises 
of complainant in the city of Montreal, Que. 

5043. Poor service of the Canadian Northern Express Company between Bancroft, 
Ont., and Toronto, Ont. 

5044. The Canadien Pacific Railway Company’s agent selling a ticket to Sturgeon 
Falls, Ont., and directing passenger to a train which was not supposed to stop there 
although passenger found out after he had alighted at North Bay, Ont., that this train 
did stop at Sturgeon Falls for mail. “3 

5045. Unsatisfactory transportation facilities for shipments of fruit from Oak- 
ville, Ont., to Montreal, Ottawa, and other eastern points. | 

5046. A spotting charge of two dollars per car assessed by the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company for placing shipments of oil and other products on a private siding 
at St. Stephen, N.B. 

5047. Delay in transit to shipment of live stock on the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company’s line between Ponoka, Alta., and Kerrobert, Sask. : 

5048. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to make refund of an 
overcharge on shipment of household goods from Spokane, Wash., to Regina, Sask. — 

5049. The Canadian Northern Railway Company’s freight charges on agricultural 
machinery from Regina to Mazenoid, Sask. 
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5050. Freight rate’ charged by the Canadian Northern Railway Company on ship- 
ments of coal from Ottawa, Ont., to Richmond, Ont. 

5051. Dangerous level highway crossing one and a half miles south of Smith’s 
Falls on the Canadian Pacific Railway at highway known as Elmsley Crossing. 

5052. Unsatisfactory express service on fruit between the Niagara Distzict and 
Montreal, Que. 

5053. Overcrowding of trains on the Montreal and Southern Counties Railway 

between Montreal, P.Q., and Marieville, P.Q. _ 

5054. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company not constructing a station at 

‘ Brightmore siding, Sask., although land was purchased there for that purpose. 
; 5055. Lack of effective cattle guards along the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
lines in the Province of Alberta. ‘ 

5056. The Canadian Northern Railway Company blocking a crossing at Dummer, 
Sask., by constructing an elevator at that point. 

5057. Alleged excessive express rates charged by the American Express Company 
on ‘shipments of fruit from Fenwick, Ont., to Toronto, Ont. 

5058. Dangerous condition of highway crossings over the Canadian Northern 
Railway in the municipality of Whitehead, Man. 

* 5059. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for 
alleged overcharge on a shipment of horses from Seaforth, Ont., to Sault Ste. Marie, 
Ont. 

5060. The Michigan Central Railway assessing a car service charge fon service 
performed on coal shipments at Windsor, Ont., consigned to Detroit, Mich., ex Penn- 
sylvania points. : A 

5061. Unsatisfactory condition of fencing along the right-of-way of the Canadian 
Northern Railway Company in the municipality of Minitonas, Man. 

5062. Unsatisfactory train service furnished by the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany between St. Marys, Ont., and Sarnia, Ont. 

5063. Usatisfactory manner in which the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
captain of thé steamship “ Bonnington” handles freight consigned to his charge on 
the Arrow Lakes, B.C. 

5064, Freight rates on lumber charged by the International Railway Company. 

5065. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company removing a spur line which the 
predecessors of a Winnipeg firm had installed and for which they paid four hundred 
dollars. 

5066. Poor fencing of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in the vicinity 
of Altamont, Man. 

5067. Fencing along the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s line between Yahk 
and Kingsgate, B.C. 

5068. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company not constructing a loading plat- 
form at Gilroy, Sask. 

5069. Freight rate charged by the Canadian Northern Railway Company for 
handling a shipment of household goods from Doland, U.S.A., to Battleford, Sask. 

5070. Freight rate charged on a bath tub shipped from Walkerville, Ont. to Jun- 
kins, Alta. 

5071. The Great Northern Railway Company making a settlement for shingles 
lost in transit at the cost price of the shingles instead of the selling price to, the cus- 
tomer. ; j 

5072. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company closing public crossing at Ile 
Cadieux in the parish of St. Michel de Vaudreuil, Que. | 

5073. Alleged discrimination shown by the Grand Trunk Railway Company in 
the matter of granting rebate on cars loaded on private sidings at Collingwood, Ont. 

5074, Noisy shunting performed by the Canadian Northern Railway trains in 
the vicinity of the Methodist Church at Yarker, Ont., on the Sabbath Day. 


RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


26 

6 GEORGE V, A. 1916 
5075. The Canadian: Northern Railway Company have refused to furnish a farm 
crossing between Mikado, Sask. and Veregin, Sask. 

5076. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to reimburse complain- 
ant for cattle killed on right of way near Colonsay, Sask. although crossing gate was 
out of erder. 

5077. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company charging a higher rate than the 
one quoted on a shipment of steel from Pittsburg, U.S.A. to St. Stephen, N.B. 

5078. Delays to shipments consigned over the Pere Marquette Railway to 
Corunna, Ont., and the unsatisfactory condition of station at that point. 

5079. The Dominion Express Company at Bowmanville, Ont. refused to accept 
a parcel consigned to Wellington, Ont. on the Canadian Northern Railway. 

5080. Damage caused by fire from Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s engine 
at Herschel, Sask. 3 

5081. The Canadian Northern Railway Company refusing to allow a sewer to 
be constructed under their tracks at Trenton, Ont. 

5082. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to make refund of demur- 
rage charges which accrued on a ear of coal consigned to Cannington, Ont. 

5083. Dangerous level crossing on the town line between Stisted, Ont., and Ste- 
nson, Ont. on the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s northern division. 

5084. Refusal of a railway company to grant a reduced rate for the return of an 
* automobile chassis which was refused at destination. ‘ 
5085. Unsatisfactory handling of the fruit business in British Columbia by the 
Ganadian Pacific Railway Company. 
5086. The Canadian Pacifie Railway Company’s fence at Readlyn, Sask., cutting 
off the town from access to the elevator. 
5087. Lack of a proper crossing over the Canadian Northern Railway at Prince, 
Sask. 
5088, An alleged shortage in weight of shipment of flax and wheat mixed shipped 
from Avonhurst, Sask. via the Canadian Pacific Railway to Port Arthur, Ont. 

5089. Charges assessed by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company over and above 
railway fare on a trip from Winnipeg, Man., to Leipzig, Sask. 

5090. Unnecessary whistling of locomotives within the town of Port Hope, Ont. 

5091. Drainage facilities on the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway in the vicinity of 
Brechin, B.C. 

5092. Lack of cattle guards on the Canadian Pacific Railway at Ensign Station, 
Alta. 

5093. Alleged excessive switching charges assessed by the Pere Marquette Railway 
Company on shipments of gravel to McGregor Jct., Ont. 

5094. Refusal of a day operator’ at Sherbrooke, Que., to sell passenger an excur- 
sion ticket covering passage to Magog, Que., but made him pay the full regular fare. 

5095. Lack of drainage along the right of way of the Quebec Oriental Railway in 
the vicinity of Carleton, Que. 

5096. Goods lost while in transit over the Grand Trunk Railway system from, 
Pontiac, Mich., to Erie, Penn. 

5097. Inadequate stockyard facilities at Botha, Alta., on the Canadian Pacific 
Railway. 

‘ 5998. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company ordering tenants to vacate premises 
rented at Regina, Sask., and request the board to investigate the cause of such notice 
being given. ; 

5099. Condition of farm crossing at lot 3, concession 8, township of Montague, 
Ont., on the Canadian Northern Railway. 

5100. The Dominion Atlantic Railway Company employing enginemen who have 
not passed examinations on the general train and operating rules. ; 

5101. Lack of proper station and shelter for passengers and freight at Prince, 
Sask., on the Canadian Northern Railway. 


\ 


phe 


ee ee ee Se eee — a — 


ee ee 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 27 
SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


5102. Failure of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to make roadway safe 
at their ballast pit in the rural municipality of Pleasant Valley, Sask. 

5103. Lack of proper roadway crossing the Canadian Northern Railway to the 
elevators at Prince, Sask. 


5104. Carload rating on posts being shipped from Revelstoke, B.C., to prairie 
points. 

5105. Height of telegraph wires just east of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company’s yards at Malakwa, B.C. 

5106. Clay from embankment of the Canadian Northern Railway causing damage 
to fields at lot 4, concession 4, township of Scarboro, Ont. 

5107. Dangerous conditions existing at crossing between lots 10 and 11, conces- 
sion 8, township of East Gwillimbury, Ont. 

5108. Freight rates charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on a ship- 
ment of settlers effects from Bowden, Alta., to Sibbald, Alta., and from Innisfail to 
Sibbald, via Camrose, Alta. 

5109. The discontinuing of Saturday excursion to Picton, Ont., on the Canadian 
Northern Ontario Railway. 

5110. Canadian Pacific Railway connections at Sharbot Lake, Ont. 

_ 5111. The cancellation of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s daily trains 
511 and 512 between Lethbridge and Medicine Hat, Alta. 

5112. No facilities for handling milk shipments and other products at Bar River, 
Ont., on the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

5113. Condition of fencing along the Northern and Erie Railway. 

5114. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s agent at High River, 
Alta., to sell complainant a ticket from High River to Calgary, Alta., and return. 

5115. Removal of assistants to station agent at Iroquois, Ont., on the Grand Trunk 
Railway. 

5116. Alleged discrimination shown by the Canadian Pacific Railway in the 
matter of milling in transit rates on dried grains. 

5117. Customs entry charges of one dollar and twenty cents billed by railroads in 
Detroit, Mich., on cars of lumber ex Callander, Ont. 

5118. The Canadian Northern Railway Company running through Maidstone, 
Sask., showing trains on their time tables as “ daily ” when they only run “ tri-weekly.” 

5119. Refusal of Edmonton, Dunvegan and British Columbia Railway Company 
to settle for steer killed on right of way which was not protected by cattleguards at 
time of accident. 

5120. Increased freight rate on brick as contained in joint freight tariff of the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company, O.R.C. No. E. 2552. 

5121. Refusal of express companies in Canada to earry live skunks in their cars. 

5122. Proposed increase in minimum carload weights by railway companies on 


flour and mill products. 


5123. The Canadian Pacifie Railway Company’s proposed increase in minimum 


 earload weights of mill products. ; 


5124, Failure of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to furnish a date for the 


_ farmers of Brant township to hold their excursion to Guelph Experimental Farm, at 


Guelph, Ont. 

5125. Alleged excessive freight charges on a shipment of books from England to 
Marmora, Ont. hr 

5126. The Canadian Northern Railway Company injuring the lumber and pulp- 


wood trade in the township of Chisholm, Ont., by not opening their line for traffic 


through that township. 

5127. The Pere Marquette Railway Company’s foreman at St. Thomas, Ont. run- 
ning ‘engines on main line and in the yard although he has not passed qualifying 
examinations; also the condition of signals and lights on the Pere Marquette Railway 
west of St. Thomas, Ont. 


28 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 
6 GEORGE V, A. 1916 


5128. Electricity charged in tracks of the Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto 
Railway Company at road crossing between St. Catharines, Ont. and Niagara-on-the- 
Lake, the power of the electricity being sufficient to throw horses making the crossing. 

5129. Improper fire guards along the line’ of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway 
Company’s Regina-Boundary Branch in the vicinity of Alameda, Sask. 

5130. Freight rates on peas from Essex, Ont. to Shaunavon, Sask. 

5131. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Express Company to settle a claim for 
eggs lost in transit between Bethune, Sask. and Regina, Sask. 

5132. Damage to property at Alexander, Man., caused by fire from Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company’s engines and the refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
to grant remuneration for land rendered useless by ploughing of fireguards. 

5133. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Rai!way Company to settle claim for damage 
to shipment of stock on account of delay in transit and improper feeding and watering 
when shipped from Ontario to Irricana, Alta. - 

5134. Freight charges on a car of settlers’ effects shipped via the Grand Trunk 
Pacific Railway from Edmonton, Alta. to Westlock, Alta. 

5135. Train service on the Canadian Northern Railway from Parry Sound, Ont. 
Northbound. 

5136. Trains of the Pere Marquette Railway Company blocking highway crossing 
just east of Ruthven Station, Ont. 

5137. The Quebee and Lake St. John Railway Company discontinuing through 
train service between La Tuque, P.Q., and Riviére 3X Pierre Junction, Que. 

5138. Alleged excessive freight charges of the Atlantic, Quebec and Western Rail- 
way Company and the Quebec Oriental Railway Company on a shipment of an engine 
and parts from Grand River, Que. to St. Hyacinthe, P@: 

5139. Defective cattle guards used by the Canadian Northern Railway Company 
in the rural municipality of Carrot River, Sask. . 

5140. Lack of effective fencing on the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s right 
of way in the vicinity of Bawlf, Alta. 

5141. Refusal of the Michigan Central Railway Company to grant a clear bill of 
lading on shipments of onions or to furnish a checker when shipping the onions in 
carload lots. 

5142. Improper drainage along the line of the Caraquet and Gulf Shore Railway 
near Janeville. \ 3. ; 

5143. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company neglecting to settle claim for 
damages to property caused by the fire from their engines at Champlain, P.Q. 

5144. Dangerous crossing on the Canadian Pacific Railway at Dixie, Ont. 

5145. Poor first-class passenger accommodation supplied by the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company. 

5146. Unsatisfactory fire guarding on the Canadian Northern Railway in the 
vicinity of Benton, Alta. 

5147. The rate charged by the Canadian Northern Railway Company for Pullman 
accommodation as compared with sleeping car accommodation en route from Regina, 
Sask. to Prince Albert. Sack. 

2 5148. The Grand Trunk Railway Company’s train No. 28 not stopping at Baden, 
nt. 

5149. Refusal of the Bell Telephone Company to place subscriber’s name in the 
directory with his address in a hotel in Montreal, Que. 

5150. Alleged excessive freight rate on shipments of cement from Hull, P.Q., to 
Massey, Ont. as compared with rate from Sault Ste. Marie, Ont. to Massey, Ont. 

5151. Time allowed by railway companies for the unloading of grain from cars. 

5152. The Canadian Express Company charging an overweight on shipment of 
grapes from Beamsville, Ont. to Cardinal, Ont. 

5153. Dangerous condition of bridge over the track of the old Carillon and Gren- 
ville Railway in the te-» hin ef Chatham, Que. 
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5154. Cars on the line of the Brantford and Hamilton Electric Railway not stop- 
ping long enough to allow passengers to entrain. 

5155. Refusal of the Bell Telephone Company to refund telephone charges for a 
quarter when subscriber’s office had been closed for that term. 

5156. The Kettle Valley Railway Company clearing right-of-way and leaving 
debris and timber on adjacent property where it becomes an expense to the owner of 
the land to clear and is a menace of fire danger. 

5157. Tariff G.F.D. No. 85 of the Algoma Eastern Railway Company in con- 
nection with the Northern Navigation ‘Company and the Dominion Transportation 
Company, Limited, covering traffic between Collingwood, Owen Sound, Sudbury and 
intermediate points. 

5158. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s proposed change of the daily 
train service between Rossland and Trail, B.C., into a tri-weekly service. 

5159. Unsatisfactory boat service rendered by the Huntsville and Lake of ‘Bays 
Navigation Company. 

5160. Inconvenience caused to the travelling public on account of the railway 
companies not furnishing advance notices of proposed changes in timetables. 

5161. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for 
expenses incurred on account of non-delivery of a shipment of household goods sent 
from Birmingham, Alta, to Winnipeg, Man. 

BAG 2: Freight rate anes ‘d on a shipment of es sent by lake and rail route 
from Ayr, Ont., to Strathclair, Man. 

5163. The Coates Northern Express Company’s rate on dressed poultry from 
_ Enterprise, Ont., to Montreal, P.Q. 

5164. Freight rates on paper shipped from Jonquiére, Que., to Winnipeg, Mar n., 
and the poor condition of boats of the Canada Steamship Lines which result in dam- 
aged paper at destination. 

5165. The Georgian Bay and Seaboard Railway Company’s bridge opposite lot 
13, concession 8, township of Eldon, Ont., not having a sufficient opening to properly 
take care of the drainage in its neighbourhood. 

5166. Freight charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on a shipment 
of six horses from Fredericton, N.B., to Allanburg, Ont., as compared with freight 
rates on the Intercolonial Railway. 

5167. The Great Northern Railway Company. outlawing a claim because notice of 
damage to shipment was not received within a specified time after receipt of the goods. 

5168. Tariff 'W. 3248 issued by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, which 
provided mileage tariff on grain in carload lots within specified area not being avail- 
able except to certain specified consignees. 

5169. Refusal of the Dominion Express Company to accept Great Northern and 
_ Northern Pacific refrigerators for loading at Selkirk, Man., to be moved by freight to 
~ Winnipeg, Man., and Great Northern or Northern Pacific from Winnipeg, Man., the 
Dominion Express Company claiming the right to route equipment via the Soo line 
when destination is Chicago, Ill. 

5170. Railway tariffs showing a greater rate on hay moving into Winnipeg, Man., 
than shipments moving out of Winnipeg, Man., thus increasing the farmers’ cost to 
market hay at that point. 

5171. The Canadian Freight Classification No. 16 which states that shipments of 
whisky must be made up in barrels only or in cases*only in order to get the minimum 
carload rates in each case. 

5172. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for cow 
killed on their line of railway due to lack of proper cattle-guards at Bissett Creek, 
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173. Alleged discrimination shown by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company 
in hp way they are charging on the weight of packages used for the transportation 
of wire nails. 

5174. Freight rates on china clay from Huberdeau, P.Q., to other points in Can- 
ada. 

5175. Refusal of a farmer at Harte, Man., to allow the Grand Trunk Pacific Rail- 
way Company to plough fire-guards. ' 

5176. Refusal of a farmer at Brookdale, Man., to allow the Grand Trunk Pacific 
Railway Company to plough fire-guards. 

5177. The Edmonton, Dunvegan and British Columbia Railway Cueene eine 
in filing a location plan of their line through the west half of section 82, township 
59, range 26, west of the fourth meridian thus delaying the transfer of title for this 
land to the complainant. : 

5178. Unsatisfactory train service on the Canadian Northern Railway Dalmeny 
to Laird, Sask. 

5179. Refusal of the Hamilton, Grimbsy and Beamsville Railway Company to 
reimburse complainant for goods broken in transit from Agincourt to Beamsville, 
Ont. 

5180. Freight rates on dressed granite on Grand Trunk and Quebec, Montreal 
and Southern Railways. 

5181. Train service and the operation of trains by unqualified trainmen on the 
Canadian Northern Railway from Kamloops, B.C., to mileage 121. 

5182. Grading of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s crossing in the village 
of Ste. Thérése, P.Q. 

5183. The right of way of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company being too close 
to the public highway in the municipality of St. Francis Xavier, Que. 

5184, Dangerous way in which trains are handled on the Pere Marquette Railway 
between Port Stanley, St. Thomas and London, Ont. 

5185. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to revise their rules govern- 
ing reconsignment and diversion of shipments of bananas so that United States ship- 
pers could have same privileges similar as those extended to pipers of citrus fruit 
from California. 


5186. The Canadian Northern Railway Company removing telephone from station 
at Grandview, Man. 

5187 Failure of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to repair road leading 
over their right of way and up to Beadle elevators in the rural municipality of 
Kindersley, Sask. 4 

5188 Treatment received from the Canadian Northern Railway Company in the 
matter of right of way purchased on their Saskatoon-Calgary branch and claim for 
damages on account of unsatisfactory fencing, near Munson, Alta. 

5189. Lack of proper fencing along the right of way of the Canadian Northern 
Railway at Delta, Ont. 

5190. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company erecting a fence in front of 
complainant’s property at Hartley, Ont., on the Port McNiecoll branch. 

5191. Inability of complainant to secure a settlement of claim for loss and damage 
caused in the shipment of horses from Dutton, Ont., to Watrous, Sask. over the Pere 
Marquette Railway, the Canadian Pacific Railway and the Grand Trunk Pacific 
Railway. 

5192. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company blocking the crossing of city trans- 
mission line of the City Light and Power Department, city of Winnipeg, Man., at 
lot 58, parish of Kildonan, Man. 

5193. Coal rates as specified in the new Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
tariff No, 2.2899, C.R.C. No. E. 2870 
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5194. Dangerous crossing on the Kingston road, near West Hill, Ont., where the 
Grand Trunk and the York Radial Railways intersect. 

5195. Train service of the Quebec Oriental Railway Company in the counties of 
Bonaventure and Gaspé, Quebec. 

5196. The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company refusing to settle claim for 
shortage in shipment consigned to Delburne, Alta. 

5197. Train service on the Canadian Northern Railway between Notre Dame des 
Anges and Garneau Junction, Que. 

5198. The Halifax and Southwestern Railway Company closing station at Argyle, 
N.S. F 
5199. The Grand Trunk Railway Company’s proposed change in roadbed through 
the town of Campbellford, Ont., at the junction where the track crosses the Trent 
Canal. 

5200. Protest. against the decision of the Canadian Car Sores Bureau in the 
matter of a claim for refund of demurrage charges on a car of brick delayed at Mile 
End, P.Q. 

5201. Station and platform of the Canadian Northern Railway Company at Bois 
Blane in the Parish of Ste. Justine, P.Q. 

5202. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company removing planks from crossing at 
Beaver, B.C. 

5203. The Canadian Northern Railway Company placing a culvert and construct- 
ing a ditch so that water runs through the centre of a farm at Stonefield, Que. 

5204. New timetable of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company cover- 
ing train service to and from Deseronto, Ont. 

5205. The Canadian Northern Railway Company using a motor passenger car 
between Trenton and Belleville, Ont., in which the seats are not reversible and as the 
railway company have no facilities for turning the car at Belleville, Ont., passengers 
had to ride sitting backward on the return trip. 

5206. The Grand Trunk Railway Company’s rates on sand and gravel from 
Sherks, Ont., to Black Rock and Buffalo, N.Y., as shewn in new schedule C.R.C. No. 
E. 2996. 

5207. The Canadian Northern Railway Company blocking the various crossings 
of the Edmonton Radial Railway Company with switching and shunting operations. 

5208. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company refusing to settle claim for horse 
killed on their right of way at Creston, B. C., although there was no cattle guard 
protection at this point. 

5209. Condition of the cattleguards on the Canadian Northern Railway in the 
vicinity of Big Valley, Alta. 

5210. Unsatisfactory freight service at Yarker Station, Ont., on the Canadian 
Northern Railway. 

5211. The proposed closing of Pelletier Avenue, county of Quebec, Que. 

5212. Alleged unsatisfactory service rendered by the Bell Telephone Company in 
the city of Montreal, Que. 

5213. Freight rate charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on two 
barrels of apples shipped from Milton, Ont., to Winnipeg, Man. 

5214. Alleged refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to furnish refriger- 
ator cars for the shipment of apples from Innerkip, Ont., to points in the West. 

5215. Refusal of the Kingston and Pembroke Railway Company (O.P.R.) to 
weigh carloads at the Locomotive Company’s scales at Kingston, Ont., although the 
Railway Company’s scales were defective. 

5216. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company removing wooden sidewalk from 
across tracks opposite Duncan Station, B.C. 

5217. Canadian Freight Classification covering the shipment of “ K.D. Chairs 
from Danville, Que., to Western points. 
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5218. Condition of fences along the right of way of the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company near Edgington station, Ont. 

5219. The proposed removal of station at Dayton, Ont., to a point two miles east 
of present site on the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

5220. Inability to secure refrigerator cars for the shipment of apples from Oxford 
Centre, Ont. on either the Grand Trunk or Canadian Pacifie Railway. 

5221. Location of cattle pass across the Erie and Ontario Railway between lots 
4 and 5, concession 2, township of Gainsboro, Ont. i: 

5222, Increase in freight rate on brick for distance over ninety to one thousand 
miles, as per Supplement No. 68 to Tariff EK. 2166. 

5223. The Michigan Central Railway Company closing farm crossings on pro- 
perty of complainant at Dutton, Ont. 

5924. The manner in which the Bell Telephone Company enter up long distance 
calls on their accounts, the companies to which the bills are sent being unable to 
check up the charges to see if they are correct. 

5225. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in settling for land expro- 
priated from complainant on lot 31, concession 7, township of Pickering, Ont. 

5226. Delay to a shipment of cattle on the Canadian Pacific Railway from Bowell, | 
Alta. to Fort Steele, B.C. and the poor facilities provided for the unloading of his 
stock at destination. : 

5227, Alleged overcharge on a shipment of household goods shipped from Lake- 
field, Ont. to North Edmonton, Alta. on the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway. 

5228. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in paying for services 
performed ploughing fireguards at Cullen, Sask. 

5229. Loss of oats in transit over the Canadian Northern Railway shipped from 
Muenster, Sask. 

5230. Alleged unjust charge of the Bell Telephone Company for service used 
jointly by a nurse and a business firm at Toronto, Ont. 

5231. Condition of Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company’s crossing with high- 
way at the convergence of four sections, 21, 22, 27 and 28, township 32, range 22, west 
of the Third Meridian. ! 

5232. Injury to the fish industry in the Province of British Columbia caused by 
the blocking of rivers and streams by driftwood and debris caught in construction 
work at trestles and piles of bridges on various lines of railways in that province. 

5233. Treatment received by complainant at the hands of the Canadian Northern 
Railway Company in connection with some luggage arriving on the Royal George 
which was forwarded to Montreal in error instead of being unloaded at Quebec. 

5234. Fire caused by sparks from Canadian Pacific Railway Conpany’s trains-in 
Yoho Park at Wapta, B.C. 

5235. Inerease in switching charges of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 

5236. Station accommodation in the village of Chicoutimi, Que. on the Quebec 
and Lake St. John Railway. 

5237. Smoke nuisance, noise of shunting, whistling and bell ringing in Chicou- 
timi, Que. on the Quebee and Lake St. John Railway. 

5238. Unsafe condition of roadbed on the Quebee and Lake St. John Railway. 

5239. The railway companies adding a switching charge at mine sidings in 
Alberta such charges having a tendency to counterbalance recent reduction on rates 
on coal and heavy goods. 

5240. The Canadian Northern Railway Company increasing freight rate on 
returning empties, which increase partly offsets the recent reduction in freight rates 
ordered by the board. i 

5241, The Canadian Northern Railway Company increasing freight rates on ship- 


ments consigned to points on the Grand Trunk Railway between Montreal and Tor- 
onto, Ont. 
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5242. Alleged excessive freight rates on oils and gasolene from Fort William, 


Ont. to Elrose, Sask. as compared with freight rates on wheat from Elrose to Fort 
William, Ont. 
5243. Switching rate charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for 


_ switching cars from the Intercolonial Railway Company’s tracks to the Canadian 


Pacific Railway Company’s elevator at St. J ohn, N.B. 

5244. Interswitching charges at Hamilton, Ont., between the Grand Trunk and 
‘the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway Companies. , 

5245. Condition of crossing gates and fences on the Thunder Hill subdivision of 
the Canadian Northern Railway Company. ~ 

5246. I'he Brantford and Hamilton Electric Railway Company removing a 


- watchman at a dangerous point known as Rock Cut just outside of Hamilton, Ont. 


5247. Alleged carelessness shown by conductors in the handling of trains on the 
British Columbia Electric Railway Company’s line. 

5248. Lack of cattleguards on the Edmonton, Dunvegan, and British Columbia 
Railway. 

5249. Damage to crop caused by a fire which was started by sparks from train on 
the Canadian Pacific Railway near Dunkirk, Sask. 

5250. Dangerous crossing on the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s line just out- 
side the limits of the town of Port Dover, Ont., in the township of 'Woodhouse, Ont. 

5251. Lack of weigh scales in the stock yards of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company at Melville, Sask. 

5252. The erection of a bridge across the north arm of the Fraser River as con- 


templated by the Canadian Northern Pacific Railway Company. 


5253. Supplement No. 6 to the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s tariff No. 


_ E. 295 which advances the rates from Merriton and Thorold, Ont. to points in the 


_ United States. 


5254, Freight charges on a colt shipped from Caplan to Matapedia, Que. on the 


Quebec Oriental Railway. 


5255. Demurrage charges on refrigerator cars at Montreal, Que. 
: 5256. Alleged unjust charges for overweight and the feeding of stock in transit 
from Frelighsburg, Que. to Alberta. 
5257. Damage to hay crop caused by a fire which was started by sparks from an 


engine on the Canadian Pacific Railway near Gouverneur, Sask. 


5258. Alleged unsatisfactory rule of the Quebec Oriental Railway Company that 
a separate bill of lading be furnished for each car shipped. 

5259. The Kootenay Central Railway Company’s proposal to give the name 
“Radium” to a station constructed twenty-six miles from Radium Hot Springs and 


adjacent to the Fairmont Hot Springs. 


5260. Refusa! of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for an 
_ alleged overcharge on a shipment of household goods shipped to Bethune, Sask. on the 


ground that the complainant had not submitted the origina! receipted expense bill to 


verify the claim. 

5261. Proposed freight increase on skelp shipped in carloads from Pittsburg Dis- 

trict to Welland, Ont. 

5262. The Canadian Northern Railway Company assessing freight charges on a 

basis of 40,000 pounds minimum weight per carload of potatoes. 

; 5263. The Algoma Central Railway. Company charging excessive rates on ship- 

ments of wood. 

© 5264. The Grand Trunk Railway Company’s tariff supplement 260 to C.R.C. E. 9552; 

which raises the minimum carload weights on bricks from 40,000 to 59,000 pounds. 
5265. Tnsatisfactory time of trains on the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway 

Tunning through Starkville and Osaca stations which is detrimental to pupils attend- 

‘ing school at Port Hope, Ont. 
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5266. Photographie supplies being held up by the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway 


Company under bond at Edmonton, Alta. 

5267. Fire damage to property near Alix, Alta. on th 
branch of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company ¢ 
tionmen. 

5268. Condition of fences 
Railway Company. 

5269. Alleged excessiv 
ing a minimum charge of fifty cents on parcel 


e Calgary to Edmonton, Alta. @ 
aused by fire started by sec- 


along the Parry Sound Division of the Grand Trunk — 


e charge of the Canadian Express Company who are assess- — 
s shipped to the west. 3 


5270. Switching charge of two dollars per car on shipments of cars of coal from ; 
Edmonton, Alta. to Llodyminster, Sask. ; | 
5971. Unsafe condition of engines 750 and 853 running out of Smiths Falls, Ont. — 
on the Canadian Pacifie Railway. ; | 
5272. Proposed change in train service between Ottawa and Cumberland, Ont., on j 
the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway. ; 
5273. Delay of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Company in settling for land i 
taken for railway purposes in lots 25 and 26., township of South Dumfries, Ont. 4 


5274, Alleged excessive rates charged by the Canadian Northern Railway Company | 
on two carloads of machinery shipped from Prince Albert, Sask., to Le Pas, Man. | 
5275. Proposed curtailment of the first-class passenger trains on the Canad 
Northern Prince Albert to Winnipeg line to a tri-weekly service. 4 
5976. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company refusing to allow a passenger to — 
stop-over en route from Calgary to Trricana and return unless it was so specified on — 
his ticket. f 
5977. The Canadian Northern and Dominion Express companies proposed can-— 
cellation of present rate on frozen fish between Winnipeg, Man., and Detroit, Mich. 


5978. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company removing planking at farm cros- 
sings every fall. ¢! 

5279. Lack of farm crossing and fencing through property of complainant at 
Eunice, Alta., on the Edmonton, Dunvegan and British Columbia Railway. : : 

5280. Proposed change of train service on the Grand Trunk Railway between 
Listowel and Stratford, Ont. 
5281. Freight rate on lumber from Cache Bay to Gananoque, Ont., and the Cana-_ 
dian Pacific. Railway Company not publishing through rates to points on the Grandl. 
Trunk Railway, east of Kingston, Ont. - : 

5989. Size of culvert on the Georgian Bay and Seaboard Railway at Lot 16, Con- 


cession 2, township of Eldon, Ont. q 

5983. The Canadian Northern Express Company’s service for live poultry between. 
Enterprise, Ont. and Montreal, Que. a 

5284. Freight rate on shipment of automobile and parts from Walkerville, Ont., 
to Pilot Mound, Man., over the Canadian Pacific Railway. ; ° 

5285. Cartage charges at Ottawa, Ont., on shipments arriving on the Grand Trunk 
Railway. | 
5286. Grand Trunk Railway Company’s Supplement No. 269, to Tarifl C.D. 65, 
C.R.C. E. 2552, which increases the minimum carload weight on stone. i 

5287. Delay in transit to shipments of hogs from Wilcox and Milestone station 
Sask., on the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

5288. The Canadian Northern Railway Company proposed closing of Howe. 
station, Sask. 

5289. The Canadian Northern Railway Company discontinuing the running 
trains numbered 21 and 22 between Winnipeg, Man., and Fort Francis, Man. 

5290. Unsatisfactory train service on the Grand Trunk Railway at Kerrwood, O 

5291. The Canadian Pacifie Railway Company proposed removal of station ag 
from Elmstead station, Ont. 
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5292. The Canadian Northern Railway Company’s trains continually blocking 
surveyed trail to Lac Ste. Anne, Alta. 

5293. Reduction of train service on the Stratford Division of the Grand Trunk 
Railway. 

5294. The Canadian Northern Railway Company not granting compensation for 
a steer killed on their right of way through lack of effective ea ttleguards in the vicinity 
of Big Valley, Alta. 


5295. Faulty condition of culvert on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway at 
lot 17, concession 2, township of North Orillia, Ont. 
=- 5296. The Ontario Hydro-Electric Power Commission constructing power wire 
- erossing the Canadian Pacific Railway tracks at mile 0-62, St. Mary’s Subdivision, 
without regard to'the order of the board with respect to wire crossings. 
; 5297. Diversion of St. Patrick street, Lasalle, Que., by the Canadian Pacific 
_ Railway Company in connection with their construction work on the Lachine canal 
bridge. 
i 5298. Delay in the transportation of shipments from Jonquiére, Que., to points 

in the West on account of improper routing given such shipments. 


4 : 
; 5299.. Refusal of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to grant commutation 
i, 

“ 
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_ tates to lady student attending school at New Westminster, B.C., covering transporta- 
tion between Essondale, B.C., and New Westminster, B.C. 
: 5300. The Michigan Central Railway Company routing shipments on corn between 


_ Essex, Ont., and Listowel, Ont., in such a manner as to make the treight rate com- 
_ paratively high for the shipper. 


5301. Excessive freight rates quoted on a shipment of household effects sent from 
Grenville, P.Q., to Colorado, U.S.A., routed via the Canadian Pacific Railway. 
- 5302. The Great Northern Railway refusing to reimburse complainant for case 
of oil and bag of rolled oats lost in transit to Otter, B.C. 
4 5303. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to settle for cattle 
killed on their right of way at Three Hills, Alta., although cattleguards had been 
removed from crossing at that point. : 


5304, The Canadian Pacific Railway Company removing station agent from Har- 
‘Tietsville station. 


5305. The proposed closing of Brunkild station, Man., on the Canadian Northern 
Railway. ; 
5306. Fire damage to wheat crop at Midale, Sask., caused from sparks from 
engines of the Canadian Northern Railway. 

5307. Inability of complainant to secure large enough cars for shipments of grain 


from Crossfield, Alta. 


i 5308. Mixed train service on the Canadian Pacific Railway between Winnipeg, 

Man., and Riverton, Man. 

_ 5309. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company proposed cancellation of tariff No. 

W. - 8040 relative to grain shipments over the Canadian Pacific and Great Northern | 

Railways to points in British Columbia. 

5310. Train service furnished by the Canadian Northern Railway to patrons in 

the vicinity of Marchand, Man. 

, 53811. Refusal of the Canadian Express Company to settle claim for damage to 
ees shipped from Glenwood, Mich., U.S.A., to Markham, Ont. 

‘5312. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s freight rates on desiccated vege- 
ables. 

5313. Condition of crossings in the municipality of Langley, B.C., on the line of 

the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway and Navigation Company. 

= 5314. Freight and storage charges on a bale of tobacco shipped from Granby, Que., 

to Glenton, and later returned to point of shipping on the Central Vermont Railway. 
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5315. Notice of hearing not being sent to interested party in Toronto, Ont., in* 
connection with a case heard before the board. 

8316. The Canadian Northern Railway Company’s proposed removal of station 
agent from Sleeman station, Ont. , 

5317. The Canadian Northern Railway Company’s proposed removal of station 
agent from St. Laurent Station, Man. 

5318. Refusal of the Toronto Fastern Railway Company to construct a culvert to 
carry off surface water from a’main at Bowmanville, Ont. 

5319, Proposed removal of station agent from Lavoy Station, Alta., on the line of 
the Canadian Northern Railway. 

5320. Proposed removal of station agent from Waseca Station, Sask., on the 
Canadian Northern Railway. 

5391. Conduct of a conductor in the employ of the Canadian Northern Railway 
punning a train in the vicinity of McNutt, Sask. 

5322. Charges made by the Boston and Maine Railway Company for wire cross- 
ings constructed over their right of way by the Sherbrooke Railway and Power 
Company. | 

5323. Refusal of the Edmonton, Dunvegan and British Columbia Railway Com- 
pany to make settlement for horse killed on their right of way. 

5394, The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company removing cattle guards at 
crossings on their railway in the vicinity of Stony Beach, Sask. 

5325. Removal of station agent from station at Jeanette, Ont., on the Grand 
Trunk Railway. 

5326. The Canadian Northern Railway Company proposed removal of station 
agent from Norquay Station, Sask. | 

5327. Unsafe condition of a number of locomotives running out of Ottawa on the 
Canadian Pacific Railway. { 

5398. Increase in freight rates on mill feed from Lethbridge, Alta., to Fruitvale, | 
B.C., over the Canadian Pacific and Great Northern Railways. } 

8329, The Canadian Northern Railway Company’s train service between Winnipeg, 
Man., and Gypsumville, Man. | 

5330, Condition of road leading into Harrogate Station, B.C., on the Canadian 
Pacific Railway. 

5331. The Canadian Northern Railway Company’s proposed removal of station 
agent from Warren, Man. 

5332. Refusal of the Great Northern Railway Company to restore planks in 
crossing at ranch lot 2027, Similkameen division, Yale district, B.C. | 

5333. Excessive storage charges on safes at Hamilton, Ont., as compared with 
charges on lighter but more bulky goods. 

5334, Proposed Supplement No. 1 to Canadian Pacific Railway’s Tariff C.R.C. 
BE. 2847 which cancels the rates from a number of points on the Canadian Pacifie rail: 
way to Mechanicsville, N.Y., via the Boston and Maine railroad. 

5335. Fire damage to a wheat crop caused by fire from a Canadian Norther 
engine near Bethune, Sask. var 

5336. Excessive tolls charged for code messages on the Canadian Pacific ani 
Great North Western Telegraph lines. 
®337. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company permitting the operation 0 


| 


engine No. 3091 without being equipped with an ash pan that can be dumped withou 
the necessity of employees going under the engine for that purpose. 

5338. Dangerous crossing of the Great Northern Railway over Front Street nea 
the intersection of Columbia Street, New Westminster, B.C. 

5339. The Canadian Pacific, Grand Trunk and Canadian Northern Railwa 
Companies’ proposed tariffs which state that rates named on vegetables will app! 
only when shipments are loaded in box ears and that when refrigerator cars are use 
rates will be on the classification basis, i.e., the 8th class. 
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5340. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company refusing to run any more cars 
_ into the lumber siding at Souris, Man. 

5341. Condition of certain drainage works across the right of way of the Canadian 
_ Pacific Railway between sections 30 and 31, township 14, range 2 east and also at 
J Stony Mountain in the rural municipality of Rockwood, Man. 

- 5342. The Bell Telephone Company’s proposed removal of telephones from farmers 
in the vicinity of Winchester, Ont. 

5343. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to allow complainant 
_ to remove baggage from their possession at Saskatoon, Sask., until he had settled a 
hospital bill for services rendered his son who was held at Quebec, Que., on order of 
_ the immigration officials until his burned foot had been attended to. 

3 5344, Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to establish a special 
_ winter freight rate on rough unpeeled pulpwood. 

5345. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company having no through rate covering 
shipments of apples from points in Ontario to Portland, Me., U.S.A., for export. 

5346. Demurrage charges on a car of oats shipped from Lashburn, Sask., to 
- Anerley, Sask., but billed in error to Conquest, Sask., on the Canadian Northern 
- Railway. 

5347. Refusal of the Edmonton, Dunvegan and British Columbia Railway Com- 
pany to make settlement for damage to’ his property in the northeast quarter of 
section 1, township 58, range 27, west of the fourth meridian. 

; 5848. The Canadian Pacifie Railway Company cancelling tariff No. 3040 covering 
_ grain shipments over the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to points in British 
Columbia on the Great Northern Railway. f 

5349. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to consider a claim for 
expense and inconvenience caused complainant’s wife on account of poor train con- 
nections while travelling between Gravenhurst, Ont. and Coldwater, Ont. 

} 5350. Alleged excessive rates charged on a car of lumber shipped from Parry 
Sound, Ont. over the Canadian Pacific Railway to York Station, Ont. which is a 
station on the Grand Trunk Railway. 

5351. Alleged excessive charges of the Dominion and American Express Com- 
‘panies on a racing sulky shipped from Inkerman to Ottawa, Ont. via Finch, Ont. 

; 5352. Refusal of the British Columbia Electric Railway Company to handle ears 
‘destined ex points on the Great Northern or Northern Pacific Railway making it 
impossible for complainants to get equipment to load at their mill at Eburne, B.C. 
other than that of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

5353. Excessive freight charges on a car of coal shipped from Ogdensburg, N.Y. 
to Newboro, Ont., via ferry at Prescott, Ont., and the Grand Trunk and Brockville, 
Westport and Northwestern railways. 

5354, The Canadian Northern Railway Company employing an engine hostler at 
Ottawa, Ont. who has not passed the required examinations. 
_ 5355. Removing of planking at farm crossings in the vicinity of Swift Current, 
Sask., on the Canadian Pacific Railway. 
® 5356. Unsatisfactory manner in which the Canadian Northern Railway Company 


- 


re handling their trains between Trenton, Ont. and Belleville, Ont. 

5357. Unsatisfactory train connections for travellers coming from both southern 
Wanitoba and Saskatchewan to points on the Canadian Pacific Railway between 
srandon and Winnipeg, Man. 

5358. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for 
baggage lost in transit to Spruce Bluff, Sask. ‘ 
5359. Fire damage to property at Cedoux, Sask., on the Grand Trunk Pacific 
Railway on account of lack of fire guards, 
- 5360. Proposed increase in freight rates on pulpwood on the Quebec Central Rail- 
way. 


4 
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5361. Train service on the Edmonton-Athabaska extension of the Canadian North- — 
ern Railway. . | 
5362. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to place cars on a 
siding at Regina, Sask. until demurrage charges which accrued on previous cars had | 


been paid. 
5363. Removal of planking at farm crossing at Napanee, Ont., by employees of 


the Canadian Northern Railway Company. 

5364. Train service on the Montreal and Southern Counties Railway. 

5365. Refusal of conductor on the Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway 
to accept ticket good for passage between St. Catharines and Port Weller, Ont., claim- 
ing that the complainant was on the wrong train. 

5366. Condition of fences on the right of way of the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany in the township of South Algoma, Ont. 

5267. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to make a refund of an 
allezed unjust charge in connection with passenger fare from Hamilton to New York, 
f 
4 
4 


N.Y., and return. 
5368. Unsatisfactory train and mail service furnished by the Canadian Northern 


Railway Company at Glenora, Man. 
5369. Unsafe condition of locomotives on the Grand Trunk Railway out of Allan- 


dale, Ont. 
5370. Alleged excessive freight rate on shipments of apples (boxed) from Grimsby, 


Ont., to Glasgow, Scotland. 
5371. Condition of fencing on the Canadian Northern Railway in Hunson, Alta. 
5379. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to settle claim for — 
non delivery of goods shipped from Montreal, P.Q., to Morinville, Alta. ‘ 
5373. Freight rates on shipments of potatoes from points in New Brunswick to 
Belleville, Ont., over the Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk railways. 
374, Alleged excessive telephone rate charged for a residence telephone installed — 
in residence at Lawrence Park within the limits of the city of Toronto, Ont. 
5375. Employees of the Great North Western Telegraph Company reporting © 
news for information of newspapers and other publishers. 
5376. Train and mail service of the Pere Marquette Railway Company at Wal-— 
laceburg, Ont. . ; 
5377. Change in train and mail service of the Pere Marquette Railway. | 
5378. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to supply single car equip- | 
ment for the loading of forty foot poles and piling at Toronto, Ont., thus compelling» 
complainants to load this class of material on two cars charging higher freight rate. 
5379. Inadequate Sunday train service on the Michigan Central Railway at 
Windham, Ont. 
5380. The Haha Bay Railway Company proposed breaking off of train sail 
with the Quebee and Lake St. John Railway trains at Haha Bay Junction, P.Q. 
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5381. Train service of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to and from Mil 
verton, Ont. 

5382. Improper drainage resulting in damage to property along the Canadia 
Pacific Railway Company’s right of way at Welsford, N.B. 

5383. Alleged excessive freight charges on a shipment of sleighs from Ottawa, 
Ont. to Westmeath, Ont. 

5384. The National Transcontinental Railway Company discontinuing the use 0 
transfer track with the Canadian Pacifie Railway at Wapske, N.B. 

5385. Proposed closing of Grasshill Station, Ont., on the Canadian Pacifie Railwa 

5386. The Canadian Northern Railway Company not fencing their right-of-w 
on their Hudson Bay Branch near Canora, Sask. 

8387. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company cancelling an evening train ru 
ning from St. Jerome to Montreal, Que. 
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é 5388. Demurrage charges assessed on a car of coal, the Canadian Pacific Railway 

Company stating delay occurred and demurrage accrued waiting release by the customs, 

5389. Proposed closing of Brechin Station, Ont., on the Canadian Pacific Railway, 
Georgian Bay and Seaboard Division. 

5390. Proposed location of station on the Edmonton, Dunvegan and British 
Columbia Railway at Eunice, Alta... 

53891. The Canadian Pacific ‘Railway Company’s agent at North Portal, Sask., 
advising complainants that the services of a customs broker are required to clear ship- 
ments of grain going to the United States. : E 

5392. The Canadian Pacifie Railway Company refusing to settle for flour damaged 
in their sheds at Rutter, Ont. 

5393. The Canada and Gulf Terminal Railway not settling a claim for overcharges 
on shipments of coal. 

5394. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company not granting refund on unused 
portions of ticket covering passage, Vancouver to Toronto, Ont. and return. 

5395. Freight overcharges on. settlers’ effects shipped over the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company’s line from North Portal to Saskatoon, Sask. 

5396. Refusal of the Great Northern Railway Company to settle a claim for freight 
damaged at Fruitvale, B.C. on account of doors being left open at the station. 

- 5397. Proposed changes in train service on the Grand Trunk Railway out of 
London, Ont. > 

5398. Freight rates on brick from Ascot, Que., to Newport, Vt., over the lines of 
the Quebec Central and Boston and Maine railway lines. 

5399. The Canadian Northern Railway Company delaying the settlement of a 
claim for overcharge on a shipment of shoes from Montreal, Que., to Vermilion, Alta. 

5400. The Great Northern Railway Company changing their train and mail ser- 
vice through Similkameen, B.C. - 

5401. Condition.of ditches constructed to drain the right of way of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway through ‘the municipa‘ity of St. Paul, Man. 

5402. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company proposal to close Godfrey Station 
in the township of Hinchinbrooke, Ont. 

5403. Proposed closing of Lavant Station, Ont., on the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

5404. Proposed closing of Blackfalds Station, Alberta, by Canadian Pacific Railway 
~ Company. 

- 5405. Removal of agent and closing of station at Snow Road in the township of 
Palmerston, Ont. . 

a 5406. Dangerous conditions of highway crossing over the Grand Trunk Railway 
between lots 9 and 10, concession 4, township of Hawkesbury, Ont. 

5407. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s five per cent increase in freight 
Tates covering shipments going into the United States. 

: 5408. Grand Trunk Railway Company’s freight rate on clay from J unction Cut 
on the outskirts of Hamilton, Ont., into the City of Hamilton, Ont. 
% 5409. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to settle a claim for coal 
lost while in transit to Ottawa, Ont. 
5410. Unsatisfactory train service of the Bedlington and Nelson Railway betweeu 
Port Hill, Ida and Wynndel, B.C. 
5411. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to sett!e a claim for loss 
in a shipment of pictures and frames from Boston, Mass, to Kingston, Ont. 
5412. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to allow complainants 
the privilege of inspecting shipments of desiccated vegetables at Belleville, Ont., while 
shipment was en route from Casnovia and Mayville, Mich., to West St. John. 
‘5418. Highway crossing over the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway at Stony Beach, 
ask., being defective on account of the planking being too low between the rails, 
5414. Station accommodation and train service of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
at Norwood, Ont. 
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5415. Express rates on live lobsters between Weymouth, N.S., and Montreal, iO 
handled by the Dominion Express Company. 

5416. The Bell Telephone Company at Quebec, Que., inereasing the rate for a desk 
telephone in a private residence. 

5417. The Brockville, Westport and Northwestern Railway Company removing 
siding from their line of railway near the Lyn road, a point about two miles from 
Brockville, Ont. 

5418. The Grand Trunk Railway Company’s agent at Burford, Ont., holding a 
car of freight addressed to complainant until an alleged unjust charge for car rental 
should be collected. 

5419. Proposed changes in train and mail service on the Central Ontario branch 
of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway at Maynooth, Ont. 

5420. The proposed closing of Harrison Mills Station, B.C., by the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company. . 

5421. Proposed supplement No. 24 to Tariff E. 2080, C.R.C. No. E. 2480 which 
inereases the freight rates on grain products from Fort William, Ont., to points in 
Ontario, Quebec and the Maritime Provinces. 

5422. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in picking up three 
ears of stock loaded at Bruno, Sask., thereby causing a loss by shrinkage. 

5493. Train service furnished by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, on its 
Moosejaw-Portal section at Ralph, Sask. 

5424. Unsatisfactory train service on the Halifax and Southwestern Railway be- 
tween Caledonia and Lunenburg, N.S., and the removal of a number of station agents 
by that company. / 

5425. Unsatisfactory treatment received from the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway 
Company in the matter of compensation for land for waste purposes at Three Hill, 
‘Alta. 

5426. The Quebec Oriental Railway Company placing obstructions and causing a 
nuisance to the public at highway crossing at Maria, P.Q. i 

5427. Changes in train service on the Toronto to North Bay branch of the Grand 
Trunk Railway. 

5428, Cancellation of trains Nos. 41 and 44 operating between Huntsville and 
North Bay, Ont., on the Grand Trunk Railway. 

5429, Alleged unjust dismissal of an employee of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company from diamond crossing with the Kingston and Pembroke Railway at Sharbot 
Lake, Ont. \ 

5430. Freight classification given by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on 
‘sereen plates.” 

5431. Unsatisfactory train service on the Canadian Northern Railway running 
through Newburg and Camden East, Ont. 

5432. Alleged unjust charges made by the Grand Trunk Railway Company for 
services of the Great North Western Telegraph linemen and sectionmen in assisting 
to move a barn across their tracks at Beamsville, Ont. 

5433.-Freight charges on frozen fish shipped from Gypsumville, Man., to Jansen, 
Sask., over the lines of the Canadian Northern and Canadian Pacific Railways. ; 

5434, The Canadian Pacific Railway Company closing Oso station, Ont., without 
giving any notice to the municipality. 

5435, The Canadian Pacific Railway Company reducing its train service on its 
Crowsnest branch. 

5436. Alleged excessive freight rates charged by the Grand Trunk Pacific Rail 
way Company from a point in Alberta to Prince Rupert, B.C., as compared with rates 
on similar shipments from Vancouver Island, B.C., to Prince Rupert, B.C. 
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_ 5487. Unsatisfactory train and mail service furnished at Picton, Ont., by the 
Canadian Northern Railway Company. 

5438. Bell Telephone Company’s rates in the vicinity of Lindsay, Ont., as com- 
pared with rates covering a like service at Oshawa, Ont. 

5439. Refusal of the Edmonton, Dunvegan and British Columbia Railway Com- 
pany to entertain a claim for suit case lost in transit from Edmonton, Alta., to 


Eunice, Alta. : ' 


5440. Freight classification on green wood. The weight of green wood being such 


as to cause a very high freight rate as compared with the rate on dry wood. 


5441. Sectionmen in the ‘West being laid off from duty and one section gang 
having a number of sections to maintain in repair. 

5442. Wet condition of station grounds and vicinity at Ste. Anne, Man., on 
account of the overflowing of well and water tank belonging to the Canadian Northern 
Railway Company. 

5443. The issuance of Canadian Pacific Railway tariff E. 2564 C.R.C. 2930, and 
Grand Trunk Pacific Railway tariff C.G. 83, C.R.C. No. E 3080 which propose certain 


- increases on grain and grain products to points in the Maritime Provinces. 


5444. Switching charges of the British Columbia Electric Railway and the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway at Vancouver, B.C., over tracks owned by the Canadian Pacific 
Railway, but leased to the British Columbia Electric Railway Company. 

5445. Freight rates on farm and dairy produce into Winnipeg, Man., over the 
Canadian Pacific Railway lines. 

5446. Freight rates on macaroni from Lethbridge, Alta., to points in Eastern 
Canada. 

5447. Lack of fencing alone the right of way of the Parksville to Alberni branch 


of the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway on Vancouver Island, B.C. 


5448. The Canadian Northern Railway Company not jg ee ae a through rate on 
paper from Jonquiére, P.Q., to points in the United States. 

5449. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to entertain claim for 
potatoes frozen in transit from Spring Hill, P.Q., to Montreal, Que., although they 
refused to furnish a heated car for the shipment in question. 

. 5450. Alleged inadequacy of service of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
train from Toronto, Ont., to Hamilton, Ont., leaving the former point at 1.15 p.m. 

5451. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle a claim for 
damage to a shipment of oats through heating while delayed in the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company’s yards at Fort William, Ont. 

5452. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company charging the complainant for a 


30,000 pound minimum 41 feet 6-inch car for a shipment of structural steel at Vancou- 


ver, B.C., although a 40-foot car was ordered and was as large a car as required. 

5453. Alleged exorbitant freight rates charged by the Edmonton, Dunvegan and 
_ British Columbia Railway Company from Edmonton, Alta., to Swan River, Alta. 

5454. The practice of engines being coupled to dahnaees when assisting heavy 


trains over the hill east from Moosejaw, Sask., on the Canadian Pacilie Railway. 


5455. Removal of agent from station at Camden Has, Ont., on the Canadian 


_ Northern Ontario Railway. 


5456. The Canadian Northern Onis Railway removing station agent from 
Newburgh Station, Ont. 

5457, Freight rate on phosphate ore from points in the province of Quebec to 
destination in the United States. 

5458. Lack of a proper shelter at Brookbury Siding, Que., on the Mnias Central 
Railroad. 

5459. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company removing agent from New Dayton 


Station, Man. 
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5460. Bus drivers, porters, and train runners of certain hotels in Winnipeg, Man., 
being afforded privileges at the Union Depot and Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
station which are denied employees of other hotels. 

5461. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to entertain claim for lum- 
ber supplied by the complainants at Toronto, Ont., for the construction of car doors 
containing shipments of lime. 

5462. Unprotected condition of a ditch constructed by the Campbellford, Lake 
Ontario and Western Railway Company along county road between concessions 2 and 
3, township of Tyendinaga, Ont. 

5463. Freight rates on granite and marble from St. George, N.B., to points in 
the west. 2 

5464. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company losing baggage in transit to 
Hardisty, Alta., and then charging complainant for forwarding same to him from Cal- 
gary, Alta., where it was located. 

5465. Unsatisfactory time limit allowed by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
on live stock shippers’ return tickets. - 

5466. Condition of flag station at Middleport, Ont., on the Buffalo and Goderich 
_ division of the Grand Trunk Railway Company. 

5467. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to pay transportation 
expenses incurred by complainant on account of failure of train to stop, when signalled, 
at Rosedale, Ont. 

5468. Failure of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to supply cars for the 
shipment of pulpwood and box wood from Clyde Forks, Ont. 

5469. I'reight rate on a car of corn shipped from Seattle, Wash., to Keremeos, 
B.C., over the Great Northern Railway. : 

5470. Inability to obtain settlement for services rendered ploughing fireguards 
between Rumsey and Morrin, Alta., on the Canadian Northern Railway. 

5471. Refusal of the Great Northern Railway Company to make allowance of five 
hundred pounds per car on shipments of shingle at Salmo, B.C., to points in Ontario as _ 
specified in Great Northern Tariff 21757. : 

5472. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to make settlement 
for a horse killed near Cardale, Man., where the railway company had dug deep holes 
on complainant’s property and the horse wandered into one. 

5473. Lack of proper drainage along the right of way of the Canadian Northern 
Railway Company in section 33, township 14, range 21, west of the principal meridian. 

5474. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company failing to compensate complainant 
for property expropriated in the northwest quarter of section 31, township 20, range 9, 
west of the fourth meridian which they required for the construction of a “ Y.” 

5475. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s supplement No. 44 to W. 2866 
which provides for an increase in rates from High River, Alta., to points on the 
Wilkie subdivision in the province of Saskatchewan. 

5476. Unsatisfactory train service provided at Empress, Alta., on the Canadian ~ 
Pacific Railway. 

5477. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s change of train service between 
Hardisty, Alta., and Wilkie, Sask. 

5478. Unsatisfactory treatment received from the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany in connection with fire damage to property near Harriston, Ont. 

5479. Locomotives of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company running out 
of Souris, Man., without being equipped with proper ash pans as required by the 
Board. 

5480. Dangerous condition of publie crossing over the Canadian Pacific Railway 
at Main Road between Spring Hill and Milan Village, Que. 

5481. Unsatisfactory service of the Pere Marquette Railway Company on their 
line running through Corunna, Ont. 
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? 5482. Failure of railway companies in Canada to equip locomotives with safe and 
_ adequate facilities for reaching the headlamp when it is necessary to light or give 
other attention to this part of the locomotive. 

5483. Insufficient lighting and lack of proper walks at Vulean Station, Alta., on 
the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 

5484. Condition of platform at Methven Station, on the Souris Branch of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 

_ 5485. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s proposed increase in freight rate 
on brick from Balmoral to Winnipeg, and St. Boniface, Man. 

5486. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to pay complainant 
for constructing wharf on water lot No. 5 Prince Rupert Water Front, Prince Rupert, 
B.C. 

5487. Freight rates on pulp and paper from Jonquiére, P.Q., to Boston, Mass., 

pm US.A. 
_ _-—s-5488. Freight charges on a shipment of household goods from Picton, Ont., to 
 Collingwocd, Ont., over the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s line, 

5489. ‘T1ain service of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company at St. Hughes, 
Que. 


; 5490. Sternge charges as shewn in the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
- tariff No. W. 3296. 

5491. Refusal of express companies to entertain any claims for damages to fila- 
ments of large metallic filament lamps when shipped under their eare. 

5492. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company issuing a notice that stock shippers 
must ship stock on specified days. 

5493. The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company refusing to settle a claim for 
goods lost in transit. 

5494. Alleged excessive freight rate charged on a car of lumber shipped from 
Lavant Station, Ont., to Westport, Ont. over the Canadian Pacific and Canadian 
Northern Railways. 

5495. Switching charges on a car of brick shipped from Hamilton, Ont., to 
Tavistock, Ont., over the lines of the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway and the 
Grand Trunk Railway Companies. 

5496. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company charging excessive freight rates on 
a shipment of household effects from Liberty, Sask., to Bideford, Alta. 

5497. The Halifax and Southwestern Railway Company raising rates on cream 
shipments. 

5498. The Canadian Northern Railway Company not routing shipments, originat- 
ing at Portage La Prairie, Man., and destined to points in the United States, as 
- zequested by the shippers. 

x 5499. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to make compensation 
_ fox heifer killed on their right of way neat Calgary, Alta., although the cattle guards 
at the point of accident were defective. 

5500. Alleged excessive telephone rates charged subscribers of the Kerr Telephone 
_ Association for the telephone messages transmitted by the Bell Telephone Company 
- between Foresters Falls and Cobden, Ont. ‘ 

5501. The excessive duties of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s station 
agent of St. Simon Que., and the alleged unfair treatment he is receiving from the 
- company. : ; 7: 

: 5502. Freight rates on pulpwood on the Temiscovata Railway Company s line. 

x 5503. Alleged excessive freight rate on malleable iron castings in carload lots 


7 > oe 
from Oshawa, Ont., to Fergus; Ont.. over the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s 
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lines. . 
5504. The Hydro-Electric Power Commission constructing their power lines tou 
close to telephone lines near Woodstock, Ont. 
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5505. Express rates on eggs from Smithville, Ont., to Toronto, Ont., as com- 
pared with the rates from Dunnville, Ont., to Toronto, Ont., the former route being 
handled by the American Express Company and the latter by the Canadian Express 
Company. 

5506. The Canadian Northern Railway Company refusing to settle claim for 
horses killed on their line of railway near Munson, Alta., at points where their right 
of way fences are defective. 

5507. Alleged discrimination shown by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in 
the matter of freight rates between Winnipeg, Man., to Elkhorn, Man., and Winnipeg, 
Man., to Two Creeks, Man. 

5508. Delay of the Canadian Northern Quebec Railway Company in handling 
live stock destined to the Quebec Provincial Fair at Quebec, Que. 

5509. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to grant a refund on 
unused portion of ten trip tickets covering transportation between Montreal and St. 
Eustache, Que. 

5510. Freight charges on a shipment of dried fruit from Fowler, California, to 
3ethune, Sask., the Canadian Pacific Railway Company asking for additional charges 
after complainant had disposed of a portion of the fruit. 

5311. The Dominion Construction Company, contractors for the Campbellford, 
Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company causing damage to property at lot 49, 
concession 9, township of Camden, Ont. : 

5512. Alleged overcharge for the switching of cars between the wharves of Quebec 
Harbour and the Exhibition Grounds at Quebec, Que., by the Canadian Northern 
Quebec Railway Company. : 

5513. The practice of railway companies asking for additional freight charges 
that have already been delivered, paid for, and in some cases disposed of before this 
extra charge is assessed. ’ 

5514. Switching charges assessed by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for 
switchi::2 service between Three Rivers, Que., to Wayagamak, Que. 

5515. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. to make settlement for 
goods lost in transit between Gladstone, Man., and Gull Lake, Sask., on the grounds 
that complainant signed a release and secured a low rate of freight. 

5516. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s change in train service at Til- 
bury, Ont. 

5517. Freight rate on steel out of Moosejaw, Sask. - 

5518. The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company refusing to settle claim for 
horse killed on their right of way near Hulby, Alta., although they had no cattle 
guards at public crossing where the horse entered upon the track. 

5519. No express service at Athens, Ont., on the Canadian Northern Railway. 
_ 5520. Alleged excessive freight rates charged by the Kent Northern Railway 
Company at Rexton, N.B. 

/ 5521. Treatment an inventor received at the hands of different railway companies 
in connection with his patent car coupler. 

5522. Refusal of the Dominion Express Company to make a settlement for goods 
lost when put off at flag station at Mitford, Alta., where there is no caretaker or 
agent in charge. 

5523. Proposed increase in freight rates on the Kent Northern Railway Com- 
pany’s line. 

5524, The Canadian Pacific Railway Company for an alleged breach of the Can- 
ada Grain Act and bill of lading conditions in connection with a claim for grain 
short in transit between elevators in Fort William, Ont. 

5525. Rates charged by the Dominion Express Company on bundles of news- 
papers shipped to agents along the Pere Marquette Railway to points between Wal- 
kerville and St. Thomas, Ont. 
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5526. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company employing only one man to watch 
twelve miles of its tracks in the County of Two Mountains, Que. 

5527. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to settle claim for horse 
injured on account of planking at Maitland Street crossing, Goderich, Ont., being 
removed. ; 

5528. Freight rates on bog ore or natural oxide from Three Rivers, Que., to 
Toronto, Ont., over the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

5529. Unsatisfactory service of the Adelaide Telephone System at Kerrwood, Ont. 

5530. Alleged excessive freight rate on macaroni. 

5531. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for 
oats lost in transit from Smithers to Houston, B.C. 

5532. Freight rate charged on a shipment of settlers’ effects handled from Hatzie, 
B.C., to Scott, Sask., over the lines of the Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk Pacific 
Railway companies. 

5533. The practice of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in using steel and 


- wooden coaches on the same train. 


5534. The removal of station agent from Hemsford Station, N.S., on the Halifax 
and South Western Railway. 

5535. The removal of station agent from Brookfield Mines, N.S., on the Halifax 
and South Western Railway. 

5536. The Canadian Northern Railway Company for refusing to accept telegrams 
at their station in the village of Enterprise, Ont. 

5537. Refusal of the ‘'emagami Steamboat and Hotel Company, Ltd., to make 
refund for unused portion of round trip tickets. 

5538. Freight rate on car of settlers’ effects from Killam to Nelson, B.C., over 
the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

5539. The Prince Edward Island Telephone Company ordering subscribers on a 
rural line to disconnect their telephones in cases where the instruments had been 
purchased from the Canadian Independent Telephone Company of Toronto, Ont. 

5540. Charges levied by the Grand Trunk Railway Company for excess baggage 
shipped from Omemee, Ont. to Edmonton, Alta. 

5541. Reduction in train service on the Wolseley-Reston branch of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company. 

5542. The Canadian Northern Railway Company’s proposed closing of Osaca 
station, Ont., or changing the present name of it. 

5543. Express rate charged on a shipment of poultry from New York, N.Y., to 
Vegreville, Alta. 

5544, Alleged discrimination shown by the Grand Trunk Railway Company in 
the matter of assigning fruit stalls in the old Western Railway station, Yonge street, 
Toronto, Ont. ; 

5545. Alleged discrimination shown in the matter of freight rates on oil stoves, 
heaters, etc., manufactured in Sarnia, Ont., as against shipments originating in the 
United States to the same destinations. 

5546. The Galt, Preston and Hespeler Railway Company not paying for right of 
way at Galt, Ont. 

5547. Excessive freight rates charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 


on settlers’ effects shipped from Tyndall to Armand, Man. 


5548. Proposed advance in freight rates on brick from Cheltenham to Toronto, 


~ Ont. 


5549. General freight rates of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in the 
vicinity of Fernie, B.C. 

5550. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle for damages 
alleged to have been caused by them to property in the south half of section 1, town- 
ship 9, range 10, west of the third meridian. 
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5551. Dangerous condition of highway along the tracks of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company just west of mileage 2.1 from Kamloops, B.C. 

5552. Proposed increase in freight rates on cooperage stock. 

5553. Alleged excessive freight rates on bituminous coal in carloads from the 
Niagara Frontier to Cheltenham, Ont. 

5554. Delay in transit to a shipment of stock from Sinclair, Man., to Lockwood, 
Sask., on the Canadian Pacific Railway. : 

5555. ‘The Bell Telephone Company refusing to comply with the terms of an agree- 
ment entered into with a subscriber at Bright, Ont., in connection with the installa- 
tion and operation of an instrument in his home. 

5556. Freight rates on woodpulp in carloads from Sherbrooke, Que., and Brompton- 
ville, Que., as compared with rates from Berlin, N.H., in the United States. 

5557. The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company giving the wrong routing to a 
suit case shipped from Pocahontas to Edmonton, Alta., and eventually selling same 
when it was not called for. 

5558. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for cattle 
killed on their right of way although defective cattle guards were in use on their branch 
line from Mount Elgin to Port Burwell, Ont. 

5559. The Bell Telephone Company refusing to install an instrument in a house 
at Aurora, Ont., unless subscriber pay portion of the cost for the poles to be erected 
to the house. 

5560. Proposed increase in freight rates on newsprint paper. 

5561. Proposed advance in freight rates on sulphur, in bulk. 

5562. Proposed increase in freight.rates on chemicals. 

5563. Proposed increase in freight rates on clay. 

5564. Proposed increase in freight rates on biscuits and confectionery. 

5565. Proposed increase in freight rates on pottery. 

5566. Proposed increase in freight rates on crushed stone, sand and gravel. 


5567. Proposed increase in freight rates on canned goods. 

5568. Proposed increase in freight rates on lumber. 

5569. Proposed increase in freight rates on fruits. 

5570. Proposed increase in freight rates-on gin from Berthier, Que. 

5571. Proposed increase in freight rates on iron and steel castings. 

5572. Proposed increase in freight rates on coal and coke. 

5573. Pr di use in freight rates vestern ‘grail d mill stuffs shipped 
5573. Proposed increase in freight rates .on western grain and mili stulls s ippe 


to eastern points. 

5574. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to make a settlement of 
claim on a shipment made from Montreal, Que., to Vancouver, B.C., in the year 1909. 

5575. Proposed closing of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s station at 
Pointe au Chéne, P.Q. 

5576. Present freight rate on shipments of hay from West Monkton to Cochrane, 
Ont. 

5577. Proposed increase in freight rates on woodpulp, pulpwood, ete. 

5578. Change in train service in the Thunderhill Branch of the Canadian 
Northern Railway Company in Saskatchewan. 

5579. The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company discontinuing the operation of 
the Biggar-Battleford Branch. = 

5580. Proposed increase in freight rates on sugar from St. John, N.B., to points — 
west of Montreal, Que. 
5581. Proposed increase in freight rates on roofing material, wallboard and build- 
ing papers. , 

5582. Lack of interswitching facilities between the Canadian Pacific and Grand 
Trunk Pacific Railway Companies at Wapske, N.B. 
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5583. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company proposal to cancel through rates 
on apples from Bay of Quinte ports via Brockville and Prescott to Montreal, Ottawa 
and Hull, P.Q. 

5584. Condition of farm crossing at mileage 7 5.7, London subdivision of the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway Company, near Drumbo, Ont. 

5585. Hours of service and rates charged by the Bell Telephone Company at Egan- 
ville, Ont. . 

5586. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to entertain claim f@r 
furs lost in transit from Exeter, Ont., to Douglas, Man. 

5587. Rates and classification of Epsom salts and Glaubers salt, packed in 200- 


q pound bags. 


5588. Freight rates charged on a shipment of oats from Russell, Ont., to Ottawa, 
Ont., by the Ottawa and New York Railway Company. 

5589. Canadian Northern Railway Company’s construction gang leaving large 
excavations on each side of the railway line at road allowance two miles north of the 
village of Leask, Sask. ; ; 

5590. Damage to property on account of lack of culverts on the Prince Albert- 
Battleford line of the Canadian Northern Railway Company near Leask, Sask. 

5591. Sectionmen of the Canadian Northern Railway Company removing plank- 
ing at crossings on the Prince Albert-Battleford line of the Canadian Northern Rail- 


* way Company. 


5592. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company constructing a crossing on com- 
plainant’s land in section 4, township 23, range 27, west of the third meridian, so that 
the public now travel his property. 

5593. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to pay for leakage on a 
shipment of oil sent from Calgary, Alta., to Frobisher, Sask. 

5594. Freight and passenger rates in British Columbia as compared withsrates in 
che United States. 

5595. Unsatisfactory service stock shippers receive for the handling of stock from 


_ Red Deer, Alta., to Calgary, Alta. 
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APPENDIX “8B.” ies 


LIST OF APPLICATIONS HEARD AT PUBLIC SITTINGS OF THE BOARD 
FOR THE YEAR ENDING MARCH 331, 1915. 


4780. Application of the corporation of the township of Edwardsburg, Ontario, to 
be relieved from participation in any portion of the cost of construction and main- 
tenance of subway ordered -by the board as per Order No. 18032, dated November 13, 
1912, to be constructed where the G.T.R. tracks cross the road leading to Cardinal, — 
Ontario. (File No. 9487-819.) ; 

Order made amending Order No. 18032 by adding after the word “company” in ~ 
the ninth line, the words “less # of such cost which is to be borne and paid by the © 
village of Cardinal.” See Order No. 21683. : 

4781. Application of the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway Co., under sec- © 
tion 178, for authority to expropriate certain lands in lot 8, con. 8, twp. of Pelham, Ont., — 
* said additional lands being required for traffic purposes, Canboro Road, township of | 
Pelham, Ontario. (File No. 21620-13.) 

Order made granting the application. a 

4782. Application of the Canadian Manufacturers’ Association for a revision of — 
section 3 of the Express Merchandise Receipt. (File No. 4214-390.) . 

Order made amending Merchandise Receipt as set out in board’s Order No. 22973. 

4783. The Canadian Pacific and the Grand Trunk Railway Companies will be 
required to show cause why the terms of the General Interswitching Order of the board — 
should not be extended to the use of team tracks. : 

The board will also resume its inquiry into the local switching practices and 
charges, as set out in the Secretary’s Circular No. 120 of July 30,:1913. (File No. — 
19801-70.) : 

See judgment of Chief Commissioner, dated April 8, 1914, Appendix “ C0.” t 

4784, Application of the Cedar Rapids Manufacturing and Power Company, under 
section 178, for authority to expropriate for right-of-way for its transmission line, a 
part of lots 85 and 88 of a subdivision of lot 122, parish of St. Ignace du Coteau du Lae, 
P.Q., the property of Rev. Chanoine Dauth. (File No. 23677 -48.) 

Order made granting application. 

4785. Application of the Cedar Rapids Manufacturing and Power Co., under sec- | 
tion 178, for authority to expropriate for right-of-way for its transmission line a part 
of lot 7, concession 2, township of Cornwall, Ontario, the property of James Dingwall. — 
(File No. 23677-53.) 

Order made granting application. 

4786. Application of the Cedar Rapids Manufacturing and Power Co., under sec- 
tion 178, for authority to expropriate for right-of-way for its transmission line a part of 
lot 31, concession 1, township of Lancaster, Ont., the property of D. Ross-Ross. (File 
No. 23677-59.) . 

Order made granting application. e 

4787. On a complaint from F. B. Mathys, of Montreal, P.Q., with respect to the 
minimum carload weight and variety of cars furnished for shipments, the railway com- 
panies to speak to the general question whether commodity tariffs carrying higher 
minimum carload weights than given ‘in the Canadian Freight Classification should not 
be qualified so as to provide that when ears are loaded to their full space capacity are 
furnished the minima should be those of the classification, and “pro rata” for th 
excess. (File No. 19475-3.) ; 

Matter stands pending consultation of the traffic officers of the railway compan! 
with the Chief Traffic Officer of the Board. 
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i 4788. Complaint of the Ontario and Manitoba Flour Mills, Ltd., against the rates 
charged on grain milled at Sudbury and exported through the ports of New York, 
4 Philadelphia and Baltimore. (Adjourned hearing.) (File No. 1179-15.) 

2 Judgment reserved. ; 

4789. Complaint of the Canadian Lumbermen’s Association against the proposed 
_ increase in local summer rates on lumber from Ottawa Valley points to Montreal, 
| P.Q. (File No. 24195.) 

See judgment of the Asst. Chief Commissioner, dated May 9, 1914, Appendix “OC.” 

4790. Complaint of the Canadian Lumbermen’s Association against the proposed 
increased rates on lumber to Montreal for export contained in the G.T.R. Supplement 
' No. 51 to C.R.C. No. E-2318, C.P.R., Tariff C’R.C. No. E-2779, effective May 4, 1914, 
-and O.N.R. Tariff C.R.C. No. E-419, effective May 6, 1914, suspended by Order No. 
- 21621, dated April 9, 1914. (File No. 24195.) ; 

y See judgment of the Asst. Chief Commissioner, dated May 9, 1914, Appendix “ 0,” 

4791. Railway Companies will be required to justify the removal of the Essex 
Terminal Railway Company as a participating carrier in tariffs and supplements 

_ applicable to international traffic. (File No. 24129.) 

Order made disallowing the tariffs and supplements in question. See judgment 

of the Chief Commissioner, dated May 4, 1914. Appendix “(.” 

, 4792. Application of Mrs. Kate Massiah for commutation rates between Lachute 

_and Montreal also for improvement in the train service between the same points. (File 

' No. 23865). 

Order made dismissing the complaint. See Order No. 21889. 

-4793. Application of the C.P.R. Co., to Board for authority to take, without the 
consent of the owner, part of lot Cadastral No. 256 in the parish of St. Martin in the 
county of Labelle, in the province of Quebec, owned by KK. Labelle. 

Order made granting the application. 

4794, Application of the city of Berlin, Ontario, under Section 279, for an Order 
‘Yestraining the Grand Trunk Railway Company from interfering with and obstruct- 
ing public traffic on King Street West in the city of Berlin by reason of the shunting 
of its cars over the said street; also for an Order directing the said Company to 
Temove its shunting and freight yard from its present position across the said street 
to some other locality. (File No. 23411.) 

; Referred to Board’s Chief Engineer and Chief Operating Officer to take up the 
‘Matter in question with the engineers of the city of Berlin and the Grand Trunk 
Railway Co. 

: 4795. Consideration of the matter of grade elimination at the crossing of the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company at King Street, Berlin, Ontario. (File No. 23411.) 
; Referred to Board’s Chief Engineer and Chief Operating Officer to take up the 
‘matter in question with the engineers of the city of Berlin and the Grand Trunk 
Railway Co. - 

_ 4796. Consideration of the matter of grade separation at the crossings of the 
ferand Trunk Railway Company at Ahrens, Webber, Edward and Waterloo streets, in 
the town of Berlin, Ontario. (File No. 9437.20). 

Referred to Board’s Chief Engineer and Chief Operating Officer to take up the 
atter in question with the engineers of the city of Berlin and the Grand Trunk 
Railway Co. 
*4797. Complaint of the St. Mary’s Horse Shoe Quarry, of St. Mary’s Ont., against 
the alleged refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to operate on their siding 
unless the Quarry Company pay for repairs made to such siding before the G.T.P. had 
ey agreement with the Quarry Company. (File No. 24228.) 

«Q) 


i: 


See judgment of Commissioner A. S. Goodeve, dated May 22, 1914. Appendix 
: 
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4798. Application of the T.H. & B. Ry. Company, under Sections 937, 238 and 
239, for authority to- divert highway between Concessions 5 and 6, lot 22, twp- 
9. Gainsboro, Ontario, and to -expropriate certain parcel of land connecting 
said highway with the highway between lots Nos. 21 and 22, concession 5, township 
of Gainsboro, Ontario. (File No. 23855.) 

Order made granting the application subject to conditions set ‘forth in the 
Order. See Order No. 21766. 

4799. Consideration of the onus of providing an extension of the transfer facili- 
ties between the G.T.R. and Hamilton Radial Electric Railway Company at 
Burlington, Ont., on complaint of P. C. Patriarche of Burlington. (File 9614. Case 
' 4666.) 
See judgment of Chief Commissioner, dated May 23, 1914. Appendix “ ie 

4800. Application of the Hamilton Radial Electric Railway Company for an 
Order directing the corporation of the city of Hamilton, Ont., to make provision for 
drainage water caused by the filling in of Sherman Inlet and the construction of an 
extension of Birch Avenue from its northerly terminus to Gilkinson Street and for 
damages already caused. (Tile 17347.1.) 

Judgment reserved. 

4801. Application of the Grand Gypsum, Ltd., of Hamilton, Ont., for an 
Order directing the G.T.R. to construct a siding from its railway to the applicants’ 
lands situate in the twp. of North Cayuga, Ont., being composed of the south half 

-of lots 45, con. 1, north of the Talbot Road in said twp. of North Cayuga, 
excepting thereout that portion of the said lands conyeyed to the G.T.R. Company ; 
also complaint of the Grand Gypsum Ltd., that the G.T.R. have not complied 
with the Order of the Board No. 20819, dated November 14, 1911, authorizing the 
construction of this spur within two months from the date of the said Order. 
(File No. 22370.11.) ; 

Board directed Railway Co. to put in stakes by the 30th April, the applicants to 
do the grading within two weeks and the steel to be put in by the Railway Co. 
within two weeks thereafter. Judgment reserved as to the apportionment of cost. 

4802. Application of the G.T.R. under sections 29 and 176 for order rescinding 
Order No. 17562 authorizing the T.H. & B. Railway Company to construct a spur for 

- the National Steel Car Company or in the alternative for an order authorizing the 
G.T.R. Co. to use and enjoy the branch line authorized by said order and have the 
same interests and rights therein and thereon as the G.T.R. Co. has upon jointly- 
owned spur, the construction of which was authorized by order No. 15294 with which 

the spur authorized by Order No. 17562 connects. (File No. 20519.) 

Order made authorizing the applicant company to use and occupy the said branch 
line authorized to be constructed by the T.H. & B. Co., to the lands of the Nationa 
Stecl Car Co. Tf parties fail to agree on compensation the same wili be fixed by th 
board. Order No. 17562 partially cancelled. See Order 21899. 

4803. Application of the Hamilton Street Railway Company under section 227 
for permission to cross the tracks of the Grand Trunk Railway Company (main line) 
on Kenilworth avenue, township of Barton, Ontario. (File No. 23753.) 

Order made in terms set out in the judgment ‘of the Chief Commissioner a 
hearing. ; 

4804, Applieation of the corporation of the city of Hamilton, Ontario, for a 
order rescinding order of the board No. 21618, dated April 7, 1914, whereby the T. 
& B. Railway Company was authorized to construct a spur in the city of Hamilto 
Ontario, into the lands of the Gillies-Guy Coal Company. (File No. 22581-9.) 

See judgment of Chief Commissioner, dated May 21, 1914, Appendix € OE 

4805. Application of Kerr, Thomson & Snider of Hamilton, Ontario, on behalf 
property owners, to amend orders of the board Nos. 16671, 18906 and 20577 with respe 
to shunting by the G.T.R. on Ferguson avenue, Hamilton, Ontario. 
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| Nors.—Applicants will speak as to further order directing the railway company 
_to take ‘over properties at figures as found by arbitrators or the railway company 
reimburse property owners and 4n amount paid as damages for properties being brought 
‘within the scope of the board’s orders from June, 1912, up to the present time. (File 
‘No. 18292, part 3.) 

: Order made dismissing the application. See order 21868. 

4806. Application of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway. Company, under 
‘section 237, for authority to construct its line of railway across Main street in the 
village of Orono, township of Clarke, county of Durham, Ontario, at station 1274-++-35. 
(File No. 3878-106.)- 

No order made. Board’s Chief Engineer to make an inspection and report. 

4807. Consideration of the matter of protection of the crossing of the O.P.R. at 
Main street, Dundalk, Ont. (File No. 947.1080.) 

Order made in accordance with the judgment of Chief Commissioner at hearing. 
The village of Dundalk to first make its election with regard to Holland street. 

_ 4808. Application of Thomas H. Bickle, of the township of Darlington, Ont., 
under sections 252-253, for an order directing the C.L.O. & W. Railway Company to 
provide and construct a suitable farm crossing where the company’s railway inter- 
sects his farm, being the north half of lot 35 in the first concession of the township 
of Darlington, Ont. (File No. 3701.367.) 

Order made directing the railway company to fill in the sag in the creek crossing 
the applicant’s farm with gravel and raise the grade at the creek 18 inches. See order 
No. 222915. 

4809. Application of H. J. McPherson, of the township of Beverly, Ont., under 
section 226 for an order directing the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to construct 
a siding from a point on its main line to the premises of the applicant (stone quarry) 
in lot 32, con. 7, gore of Puslinch, county of Wellington, Ont. (File No. 22370.84.) 

Order made dismissing the application. See order No. 21861. 

4810. Application of the townships of Maidstone, Rochester and Tilbury West, 
and 8. G. Millen, et al, under section 284, for an order directing the Michigan 
Central Railway Company to provide better morning train service into the town of 
Windsor, Ont. (File No. 219538.) 

_ Board directed that train No. 109 be kept on until the railway company furnishes 
the board with statement and information asked for at hearing. 

4811. Application of the London and Lake Erie Railway Company for an order 
uuthorizing a connection with the Michigan Central Railroad Company at the west 
end of the city of St. Thomas, Ont., and in the matter of order of the board No. 21513, 
lated March 16, 1914, authorizing this connection. (File No. 6713.56.) 

Z Order made amending order No. 21518, dated March 16, 1914, by providing that 
he cost shall be paid by the Michigan Central Railway Company. (Order No. 21690.) 
he 4812. Complaint of jthe Mi'ton Pressed Brick Company, Lid., of Milton, Ont., 
gainst the action of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in holding up the con- 
truction work on their double tracking between Toronto and Guelph Junction, Ont. 
File No. 22262.16.) 

_ Application refused. ; 
c 4813. Complaint of the Canada Foundry Company, Ltd., Toronto, Ont., relative 
0 agreement between the applicants and the Michigan Central Railroad Company in 
0: ection with siding to structural eteel plant at Shipyard, Ont. (Adjourned hear: 
ng.) (File No. 22397.) - 

| Case struck off the list and not to be set down again for hearing unless either of 
he parties interested make app'ication to the Board for that purpose. 

‘A 4814. Application of the Ontario and Quebec Railway Oo. (C.P.R.), under sec- 
ions 222, 227 and 246, for authority to construct a spur from a point on the centre 
20c—44 : 
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line of its main line, east of Shaw street, Toronto, Ont., thence crossing at grade the . 
tracks of the Canadian Northern railway, and crossing under the Toronto and Niagara 
Power Company’s Power Line, to and into the premises of the National Cash Regis- 
ter Company situate in township lot 27, concession 2, from the bay in the township 
of York, Ontario. (File No. 92333.16.) 3 | 
Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See Order No. 21736. | 
4815. Application of the Byron Telephone Company, Ltd., under sections 355-360, | 
for an order fixing the rates and tolls to be charged by the said Byron Telephone 
Company, Limited, and the Bell Telephone Company of Canada on the interchange — 
of business between the said two companies and apportioning the same. (Tile No. 
3839.9.) 
Matter arranged between the parties. Settlement to be filed when order to go | 


4 


accordingly. 
4816. Application of Sheldon’s, Ltd., Galt, Ont., for sixth-class rating in Cana-_ 
dian freight classification in heating and ventilating apparatus in carloads. (File 
No. 19367.25.) i 
Order made dismissing the application but amending classification No. 16 as to. 
item 38 on page 65. See Order No. 21969. : 
4817. Complaint of the Dominion Millers’ Association and Canadian Manufac-) 
turers’ Association against proposed rules governing milling-in-transit grain as pub- 
lished in Grand Trunk Tariff G.R.C. No. E-2765, suspended by Order No. 21590. 
(File No. 24130.) : 
Parties to endeavour to arrange the matter between themselves and with the 
chief traffic officer of the Board. In the meantime the case is struck off the list and 
not to be set down again unless complainant association requests it. | 
4818. Complaint of the Ontario and Dominion Sewer Pipe Companies against) 
rate of 2 cents per 100 pounds charged on clay C.L. Waterdown to Mimico and Swans) 
sea published in Grand Trunk Railway Company’s Tariff Supplement No. 146 to O.R.C@| 
No. E-2552. (File No. 23918.) 
Order made disallowing Supplement No. 146 to G.T.R. Co.’s special tariff CR. 
No. E-2552, and rescinding the rate of half cent per 100. pounds. See Order No. 
21746. 
4819. Application of Maples, Limited, of Montreal, P.Q., for a rating of maple 
butter in the Canadian freight classification of 3rd class in less than carload, and 5th 
class in carload lots, or in mixed cars with syrup. (File No. 19367-30.) .: 
Order made that the classification of maple butter be made the same as the classi- 
fication of peanut butter, and that classification of maple cheese be included, the 
addition to be included in supplement No. 3 to Canadian freight classification No. 16. 
See Order No. 21745. F 
4820, Complaint of the Consumers Gas Co., of Toronto, Ont., against rate oI 
coke Toronto to Buffalo, and application of the G.T.R. and C.P.R. companies for 2 
readjustment of the coke rates. (File No. 23788.) 
See judgment of Chief Commissioner, dated May 21, 1914. Appendix “C,” an 
order made in accordance therewith reducing joint rate on coke in carloads of 
minimum weight of 40,000 pounds, from 95 cents to 65 cents per ton of 2,000 pounds 
effective 22nd June, 1914. See Order No. 21958. 
4891, Re Albert street bridge work, Oshawa, Ont. 
Nore.—Board wi'l hear objections of the town to details of the Albert stre 
bridge plan. (File No. 3701.176.) ‘ 
Judgment reserved. 
4822. Re Operating Rules. 
The Board will consider the application of the Michigan Central Railroad Cet 
pany for the adoption of red and yellow as night indications on the rear end of trail 
instead of red and green. (File No. 4135-20.) 
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Michigan Central Railroad Co. agreed to adopt the Standard Regulations of 

the Board with regard to red and green lights. No order necessary. 

| 4823. Consideration of the matter of plans of the Union Station, Toronto, the 
various questions arising out of Toronto Viaduct Order, including the questions of 
the construction of the York Street Bridge; and the appointment of the cost of the 
grade separation work at North Toronto. (Files Nos. 588, Cases 3322 and 2828 and 
_ Files 12021.70 and 9437.153.) ; 

5 Order made declaring that the compensation to be made to the C.P.R. Co. for 
property actually required for subway and consequential damages resulting from 
construction of the subway as provided by the reservation set forth in clause 3 of 
vagreement, July 29, 1913, between the C.P.R. and G.T.R. Cos. and Toronto Harbour 
~ Commissioners, and given effect to by Board’s Order No. 19926, be borne and paid by 
the City of Toronto. ; - 

, ~~ 4824, Application of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company, under 
sections 227 and 237, for authority to construct its line of railway with the O.P.R., 
and to construct a siding for Malleable Castings Company at Smiths Falls, township 
of Montague, Ontario, aid to connect this siding with existing siding of the O.P.R., 
‘for Malleable Castings Co., and to cross Elmsley Street with said crossing. (File No. 


- 23894.) 
¥ Judgment reserved. C.N.R. Co. to file a statement showing the public necessity 
for the connection. 

4 4825. Application of the St. Lawrence and Ottawa Railway Co., (C.P.R.) under 
section 178, for authority to expropriate a certain tract or parcel of land, being lot No. 
‘17 on the North side of McTaggart Street, in the City of Ottawa, Ontario, said lands 
being required for the enlargement of its Sussex street terminals. (File No. 24290.) 
Order made granting the application. See Order No. 21762. 

4826. The question of requiring further and additional smoke consuming devices 
and the amplification of existing orders with a view of abating the smoke nuisance at 
terminals will be considered. (File No. 6595, Case 3023.) 

Matter referred to the Board’s Chief Operating Officer to have report prepared. 
th the meantime judgment of the Board reserved. 

4827. Consideration of the matter of plans of the Union Station, Toronto; the 
‘Various questions arising out of the Toronto Viaduct Order, including the question of 
‘the construction of the York Street Bridge; and the apportionment of the cost of 
grade separation work at North Toronto. (Adjourned hearing. ) 
/ (File No. 588, Case No. 3322, File No. 588, Case 2828, File Nos. 12021.70 and 
9437,153.) 

Plans appreved as set out in the oral judgment of the Chief Commissioner. 
4828. Application of W. W. Vickers, Toronto, Ont., on behalf of Frederick C, 
arkson, of Toronto, assignee for the benefit of the creditors of the Dominion Grain 
ompany Limited and Security Investments, Limited, and R. L. D. Taylor for an 
order directing the railway companies and other corporations interested in the acqui- 
tion of lands in connection with the Union Station, Toronto, Ontario, to immediately 
roceed with the expropriation by filing the necessary plans and appointing arbitra- 
s to ascertain the value of said lands in accordance_with the Railway Expropriation 
ct; or in the alternative to relieve the said lands from all direct or implied restric- 
ms, and to enable said petitioner to deal with same in the open market. (File Ne. 
30.) ig 
Board decided no formal order need issue. Railway >. to file the plan in the 
gistry Office by May 12th, 1914. 

4829. Application of the Canadian Northern Ontario Kailway Company for au 
der under section 159 of the Railway Act sanctioning and approving of the location 
he Applicant Company’s line of railway through the townships of York and Senr- 
oro, in the County of York, Province of Ontario, from mileage 0 to mileage 7.60 
from Yonge Street. (File No. 3878.532.) | 
_ Case struck off the list. 


a. 
a 
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4830, Application of Frederick C. Clarkson, of Toronto, assignee for the benefit — 
of the creditors of the Dominion Grain Company, Limited, and Security Investments, 
Limited, and R. L. D. Taylor for an order directing the railway companies and other — 
corporations interested in’ the acquisition of lands in connection with the Union — 
Station, Toronto, Ont., to forthwith proceed with the expropriation by filing the 
necessary plans and‘ appointing arbitrators to ascertain the value of said lands in 
accordance with the Railway Expropriation Act; or in the alternative to relieve the © 
said lands from all direct or implied restrictions, and to enable said petitioner to deal — 
with the same in the open market. (Tile No. 588.30.) 

C.P.R. Co. to file plan in the Registry Office by the 12th of May. No formal © 
order necessary. 

4831. Application of the city of Three Rivers, P.Q., for an Order directing the 
Canadian Pacifie Reilway Company to place gates where their line of railway crosses 
Bonaventure street, Three Rivers, P.Q. (Tile No. 9487-1088.) ; 

Order made directing the OC. P: R. Co. to install gates at St. Maurice, St. Thomas, ~ 
and Bonaventure streets, in the city of Three Rivers; work to be completed by July 
20, 1914; 20 per cent of the cost of installation to be paid out of The Railway Grade ~ 
Crossing Fund; cost of operating to be paid three-quarters by the railway company | 
and one-quarter by the applicant. See Order 21866. 

4832. Application of the city of Three Rivers, P.Q., for an order directing the 
Cawadian Pacific Railway Company to place gates where their line of railway crosses St.7 
Maurice street, Three Rivers, P.Q., and to build a foot bridge at this point. (File No. 
9437-1089.) - 

Order made directing the ©. P. R. Co. to install gates at St. Maurice, St. Thomas 
and Bonaventure streets, in the city of Three Rivers; work to be completed by July. 
20, 1914; 20 per cent of the cost of installation to be paid out of The Railway Grade 
Crossing Fund; cost of operating to be paid three-quarters by the railway company 
and one-quarter by the applicant. See Order 21866. 

4833. Application of the city of Three Rivers, P.Q., for an Order directing the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company to place gates where thair line of railway crosses 
Laviolette avenue, Three Rivers, P.Q. (File No. 9437-1090.) 

Order made directing the O.P.R. to install and maintain at its own expense an 
automatic bell at the said crossing. See Order No. 21815. 

4834. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the Dominio 
Atlantic Railway Company over the highway immediately west of the station at Water- 
ville, N.B. (File No. 9487-955.) 

Order made that the railway company employ watchman to protect the crossing 
in question. See Order No. 21134. ; e 

4835. Complaint of the Municipal Council of the County of Kings, N.S., against. 
the closing by the Dominion Atlantic Railway Company of the public road leading 
from Cambridge, in the county of Kings, to Waterville, past the Presbyterian church, 
east of the station at that point. (File No. 9437-987.) 

Order made directing the railway company to install ‘an automatic bell at the 
said crossing by the 8rd September, 1914, 20 per cent of the cost to be paid out of The 
Railway Grade Crossing Fund and the balance by the railway company. See Order 
No. 221385. 

4836. Consideration of the petition of the people of Grafton, N.S., and distrie 
relative to the crossing by the Dominion Atlantic Railway Company of Grafton roac 
(File No. 14126-2.) 

Order made that the railway company fill in the approaches to the said crossing, 
a distance of 300 feet to the south and 400 feet to the north, work to be done at the 
expense of the railway company. See Order No. 21921. 

4837. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the Dominion 
Atlantic Railway Company at Port Williams, Nova Scotia. (File No. 9427-1120 

Order made directing the railway company to employ a flagman to protect 
said crossing. See Order No. 21900. 
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4838. Complaint of the Fredericton Board of Trade against the charging by the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company of higher fares to and from Fredericton, N.B.,' 
than are charged to and from St. John, N.B. (File No. 23718.) 

Order made directing the Dominion Express Company to publish and file a special 
tariff applicable to through shipments of milk or cream to Boston, Mass., upon the 


_ rates set forth in the order, tariff to become effective not later than July 1, 1914. See 


Order 21968. 
4839. Application of the Farmers’ Dairy and Produce Company, Limited, of St. “ 
John, N.B., for a workable rate on milk in carloads from St. John to Boston, Mass., 
by freight, passenger or express service. (File No. 23718.) 
Order made directing the Dominion Express Company to publish and file a special 
tariff applicable to through shipments of milk and cream to Boston, Mass., upon the 


_ rates set forth in the Order, tariff to become effective not later than J uly 1, 1914. See 


> 91914. 


Order 21968. 

4840. Consideration of the matter -of protection at the crossing of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company, West St. John subdivision, with the St. John Electric 
Railway on Main street, St. John, N.B. (File No. 2463.) 

Order made directing that the crossing in question be protected by a half inter- 
locking plant, subject to the terms and conditions set forth in the Order. See Order 


4841. Complaint of I. E. Gillmor, of Second Falls, N.B., relative to fencing on the 
line of the Bay Shore Railway, now the Canadian Pacific Railway, in the vicinity of 
Donny River Station. (File No. 9994-100.) 

Board decided that no order was necessary. 

4842. Complaint of Noviciat de Notre Dame des Anges, P.Q., against the charge 
made for telephone service by the Bell Telephone Company of Canada. (File No. 
8574-115.) 

See judgment of Commissioner S. J. McLean, dated July 17, 1914, Appendix “C0.” 

4843. Complaint of C. P.. Newman, of Lachine Locks, P.Q., against the Bell 

Telephone Company’s proposed increased annual charge for use of telephone on com- 
plainant’s premises. (File No. 3574-113.) 

See judgment of Commissioner McLean, dated July It? 2014) dappeneime G7 
disallowing the tariffs in question. 

4844, Complaint of the Boards of Trade of Montreal, Ottawa and Quebec against 


the withdrawal of summer rates between Montreal and Ottawa, Montreal and Quebec, 


and intermediate points, also from Montreal to Grand Trunk stations Iroquois to 


- Rideau, and Canadian Pacific stations Winchester to Smiths Falls, including Brock- 
_ ville and Prescott. (File No. 24223.) 


Judgment reserved. 
4845. Complaint of the Superior Sand and Gravel Company against the rate 
charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on sand and gravel St. Gabriel, 


aoe 


. P.Q., to Montreal. (File No. 24180.) 


Application dismissed. 


MS , 4846. Complaint of Damasse Goyette, of Lemoyne, P.Q., relative to the action of 
_ the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in removing crossing in the vicinity of Iber- 


ville Junction, in the parish of St. Athanase, P.Q. (File No. 99734.) 

d Order made directing the railway company to provide and construct at the expense 
of the complainant a farm crossing, work to be completed by July 9, 1914. See Order 
No. 21959. : 

y 4847. Complaint of the township of Cleveland in the county of Richmond, Quebec, 
‘relative to protection at Jeffrey Crossing, G.T.R. 

=) Norz.—The matter of distribution of the cost of the work to be spoken to. (File 
_ No. 9437-943.) 

. Order made dismissing the application. 


- ae =i Srey 
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4848. Application of the Municipal Council of the village of Beauport, P.Q., 
under section 237, for two level crossings over the line of the Quebec Railway, Light, 
Heat and Power Company, in the village of Beauport, P.Q. (File No. 24071.) 

Order made authorizing the applicant to construct two highway crossings over the 
railway. See Order No. 21863. 

4849, Complaint of the village of South Durham, P.Q., relative to alleged danger- 
ous condition of crossing (Bergevin’s Crossing) on the line of the Grand Trunk Rail- 
way Company between Danby and South Durham, P.Q. (File No. 9437-1118.) 

Order made directing the railway company to change the grade of the approaches 
to the said crossing to one in sixteen,’the work to be completed by July 18, 1914. The 
cost of the work to be borne and paid by the railway company. See Order No. 21886. | 

4850. Re Overhead bridge over the tracks of the G.T.R. and Montreal Park and 
Tsland Railway at Lachine Road, Rockfield, P.Q. : ; 

(Note.) The Board will consider the claim of the various parties concerned to be 
compensated for the damages, if any, arising from the construction of the overhead 
bridge over the railway tracks at Rockfield, and the diversion of the Upper Lachine 
road, consequent upon the construction of such bridge, such damages to be included in 
the cost of the work. (File No. 9437-119. Part 2.) ; 

Order made amending Order of the Board No. 10437 by providing that all moneys 
expended in the acquisition of any property required for the work, and all moneys paid 
in satisfaction of damages shall be considered as forming part of the cost of the work © 
directed by the board’s order. See Order 21853. 

4851. Application of the Atlantic and North Western Railway Company, (GP. Re) 
under section 237 for authority to construct at grade an additional track (double 
track) of its main line, Farnham subdivision across Champlain street, in the town of 
St. Johns, P.Q., at mile 19-9 of said line. (File No. 19855-20.) 

Order made granting the application and rescinding Order No. 21714. See 
Order No. 21864. : . : 

4852. Application of, the Cedar Rapids Manufacturing and Power Co., under 
section 178, for authority to expropriate for right-of-way for its transmission line par 
of lot 1, parish of St. Ignace du Coteau du Lac, P.Q., the property of Mme. D. 
Tremblay. (File No. 23677.88.) : 

Judgment reserved. Company to. apply to the Department of Railways and 
Canals for approval of plan as mentioned by the Chief Commissioner. 

4853. Application of the Montreal Light, Heat and Power Company for authority 
to lay a 30-inch gas pipe from new works on the Lachine Canal across the swamp 
presently under lease by the Grand Trunk Railway Company from the Department 
of Railways and Canals, Cadastral Nos. 1005, 1026, 1025, parish.of Lachine, near the 
western end of Turcot Yards. (File No. 23918.) 

Order made granting the application, subject to the terms and conditions set 
forth in the Order. See Order 22051. 

4854, Consideration of the matter of the question of protection at the crossing of 
the Grand Trunk Railway Company at St. Ambroise Street, in the city of Montrea 7 

~™® (File No. 9437.1100.) : 
‘ands to be disposed of with the grade separation matter. 

“95. Application of the city of Montreal, P.Q., under sections 29-52 and amend- 

-nts thereto to vary in part the judgment of the Board made onsthe 18th of June 
1912, in connection with the application of the Chambre de Commerce of the city o 
Montreal to do away with all level crossings along the right of way of Grand Trunk 
Railway within the city of Montreal, P.Q. (File No. 24218.) ’ 

Judgment reserved. Parties to endeavour to reach a settlement. If not th 

3oard will deal with the matter. 

4856. Application of the city of Montreal, P.Q., to have the town of Verdun, th 
city of Westmount and the Montreal Tramways Company made parties to th 
application of the Chambre de Commerce, and that they be ordered to bear a porti 01 
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E of the cost of track elevation of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s tracks in the 
- city of Montreal, P.Q. (File No. 24218.1) ; 

Application stands, the Board to visit the locus. 

4857. Application of the Cedar Rapids Manufacturing and Power Company, to 
_ take lands in lot 332, the property of Maurice and Adolphe Tessier, in the parish of 
_ St. Joseph de Soulanges, P.Q. (File No. 23677.67.) 

Struck off the list. 
; 4858. Application of the Cedar Rapids and Manufacturing and Power Company, 
to take lands in lot 331, the property of Maurice Tessier, in the parish of St. Josepn 
_ de Soulanges, P.Q. (File No. 23677.52.) 

Struck off the list. 

4859. Application of Joseph Denis, of Montreal, P.Q., under section 226, for an 
Order directing the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to construct a branch’ line 
connecting his business premises with main line of the ©.P.R. between Melrose 
Avenue and Belgrave Avenue, Notre Dame de Grace ward. 

Parties to endeavour to settle the matter between themselves. 

a 4860. Application of the Hepworth Silica Pressed Brick Co., Limited, of Hepworth, 
Ont., for an Order’ directing the Grand Trunk Railway Company to construct a spur 
to the premises of the Applicant Company at Hepworth, Ontario, and complaint 
: against the’switching charge of $2 per car, proposed to be charged by the G.T.R. 
' Company. (File No. 21428.) 

q Order made granting application. 

: 4861. Application of the Corporation of the town of Aylmer, P.Q., for a reduc- 
_ tion in the fare between Ottawa and Aylmer on the Hull Electric Railway. (File No. 
a 21781.) Ae 

Order made dismissing the application. See Order No. 21905. 

4862. Further consideration of the complaint of the Consumers’ Gas Company of 
Toronto against the rates charged for the movement of coke within the Toronto 
group of terminals. Heard at Toronto, April 24. (File No. 23788.) 

Order made granting the application. . 

4863. Complaint of the Boards of Trade of Montreal, Ottawa, and Quebec against 

_ the withdrawal of summer rates between Montreal and Ottawa, Montreal and Quebec, 
and intermediate points, also from Montreal to Grand Trunk Stations Iroquois to 
Rideau, and Canadian Pacific stations Winchester to Smiths Falls, including Brock- 
_ ville and Prescott. (File No.. 24233.) 

Stands. No action taken at present. 

PA 4864. Application of the residents in the vicinity of New Sydenham, Manitoba, 
_ for a road or approach to station at Layland siding, on the line of the Great Northern 
: Railway Company. (File No. 2142.1.) 

s Order made directing the railway company to construct a good road allowance 
at south end of the station grounds, and to grade and level it to a width of 20 feet and 
put in proper condition the loading platform. Work to be completed by August 15, 
1914. 5 

4865. Application of Frank Yestrau, of Rosewood, P. O., Man., for an order direct- 
ing the Canadian Northern Railway Company to stop their “ flier” train at Dufresne, 
Man. (File No. 24100.) 

Order made dismissing the application. 

4866. Application of A. C. Belmer, of Dauphin, Man., on behalf of the farmers 
in the vicinity of Dauphin, Manitoba, for a siding or spur to be used for loading grain 
at a point about half way between Dauphin and Ashville, on the line of the Canadian 
Northern Railway Company. (File No. 342.3.) 
Order made directing railway company to construct a grain loading siding between 
Dauphin and Ashville by September 1, 1914. 
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4867, Application of the town of Gladstone, Man., for an order directing the Cana- 
dian Northern and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies to construct a highway cross- 
ing over their lines of railway at Dufferin street, Gladstone, Manitoba. (File No. 
24910.) 

Order made dismissing the application.. 

4868, Application of the residents of Niverville, Manitoba, for an order directing 
the Canadian Pacific Railway to appoint and maintain a permanent station agent at 
that point. (File No. 20776.) 

No order necessary, but.the railway company must not remove the station agent 
without notice to the board, the town of Niverville and the Niverville Board of Trade. 


4869. Petition of the residents of the village of Lac du Bonnet, Manitoba, asking 
that the C.P.R., company be directed to build a platform at a point opposite the village 
and have the local train stop at said platform night and morning. (File No. 19348.) 

Order made refusing the application. 

4870. Application of Charles Pritchard, Winnipeg, Manitoba, for an order ditect- 
ing the Canadian Northern Railway Company to ascertain the compensation due him 
for property lying between right of way and Jubilee avenue, being lot 32, block “CO” 
plan 680 and for an order rescinding order of the board No. 19120, dated April 26, 
1913. (File No. 20311.6.) 4 

Struck off the list, railway company having arranged the compensation to be paid. 

4871. Application of the rural municipality of Saint Andrews, Manitoba, under 
section 250, for an order directing the Canadian, Pacific Railway Company, on its 
Winnipeg Beach branch .to construct a suitable culvert under its tracks on each of 
the five following public road allowances :— 

Road between river lots 103 and 104, parish of St. Andrews. 

Road between river lots 119 and 120, parish of St. Andrews. 

Greenwood avenue, town of Selkirk, Manitoba. 

Road between sections 2 and 10-17-4, E.P.M., Manitoba. | 

Road between sections 15 and 22-17-4, E.P.M., Manitoba. | 

Norr.—Board will consider the question of the cost of the work. (file No. 24151.) 4 

Referred to the Board’s Engineer for inspection and report. 

4872. Complaint of Geo. Parks et al, of Winnipeg, Man., regarding alleged dis- | 
crimination by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company between individual owners of 
automobiles and taxicab companies in connection with the conveying of passengers — 
from the O.P.R. depot to different points throughout the city of Winnipeg, Manitoba. 
(File No. 23688.) 

Referred to the Board’s Operating Officer for inspection and report. 

4873. Complaint of the Swift Canadian Company, of Winnipeg, Manitoba, that® 
the railway companies refuse the dressed hog ratings of the ‘Canadian freight classi- 
fication to dressed hogs with the head removed and the backbone split. (File No. — 
19367.28.) 

Struck off the list, matter having been settled with the railway companies by the 
complainant. / 


4874. Complaint of John Thomas, of ‘Winnipeg, Man., of alleged excessive charges 
on cordwood from Richan, Ontario, to Winnipeg, Man. (File No. 23945.) 4 
Order made dismissing the application. 


4875. Complaint of the Canadian Industrial Exhibition Association of Winnipeg 
that the railway companies purpose this year to charge single fares for the exhibition 
round trip, instead of the lower fares, approximating 25 per cent less than singlell 
charged during previous seasons. (File No. 24127.) ad 

No order made as no further action necessary. . 


i 
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4876. Application of the Smart-Woods, Ltd., of Winnipeg, Man., for a ruling by 
the board as to liability of rail carriers under “Order” Ocean Bills of Lading. 
(File No. 28375.) 

See judgment of the chief-commissioner dated July 20, 1914. Appendix “0.” 
Order made dismissing the complaint. See Order No. 22279. 

4877. Complaint of James Auld, Winnipeg, Man., relative to train service of 
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company between Winnipeg and Lac du Bonnet, Man. 
(File No. 243802.) 

Referred to Board’s Operating Department for report. 

4878. Application of the Tuxedo’ Park Oo., Ltd., the Canada Cement Co., Ltd., 
and South Winnipeg, Ltd., under sections 176 and 317, for an order directing the 
G.T.P. Ry. to receive, forward and deliver upon and from the existing spur now 
serving the property of the applicants, situate in lots 60, 61, 62 and 63, in the parish 
of St. Boniface, and 1 to 11 in the parish of St. Charles, Man., upon such terms and 
conditions as the board may decide fair and equitable. (Adjourned hearing.) (File 
Wo. 15772.) 

Judgment reserved. Board’s engineer to furnish the board with a report in the 
matter. 

4879. Consideration of the question of protection to be provided at the crossing of 
the Canadian Pacific, Canadian Northern and Winnipeg Joint Terminals railway at 
Provencher avenue in the city of St. Boniface, Man., and the apportionment of the 
cost thereof. (File No. 24178.) % 

No action taken, C.N.R. consents to pay the full cost of the watchman until the 
effect of the work is seen. The matter may be brought on again upon the O.N.R. 
asking another application for a revision. 

4880. Complaint of the W. J. Guest Fish Co., Ltd., of Winnipeg, Man., in regard 
to the express rates charged on fresh fish in earload lots from Vancouver to Winni- 
peg, Man. (File No. 4214.436.) 

See judgment of the Chief Commissioner dated the 12th October, 1914, appendix 
“C.” Order made dismissing the complaint. See Order No. 22893. 

4881. Application of the city of St. Boniface, Man., for extension of the express 
collection and delivery limits fixed by Order No. 19849, dated May 30, 1918. (File 
No. 4214.159.) 

_Order made fixing the limits for the delivery and co'lection of express freight 
and rescinding Order No. 19849. See Order No. 22231. 

4882. Application of the city of St. Boniface, Man., under section 237, for leave 
to construct certain streets across the Emerson branch of the Canadian Pacifie Rail- 
way Company in the city of St. Boniface, Man. (File No. 23395.) 

Stands to be taken up by the city of Winnipeg with the Public Utilities Com- 


mission of Manitoba. 


4883. Application of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, under section 237, 
for authority to construct an additional trazk across Marion street in the city of St. 
Boniface, Man., on its Winnipeg to Emerson branch, Manitoba division. (File No. 
21823.) 

Order made for one additional track. 

4884. Application of the town of Tuxedo, Mam, for an order directing the Cana- 


dian Northern Railway Company and the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway to construct 


and maintain a suitable street crossing over their tracks where the same are crossed 
5 ; . . . : 1 

by or cross Kenneston boulevard, in the city of Winnipeg, and in the town of Tuxedo 

or the continuation of the same southerly, or authorizing the said town to construct 


such crossing and apportion the cost thereof between the said town, the city of Win- 


nipeg and the railwav companies. (File No. 23675.) 
. eve dare Nt 0 
Order made granting the application. See Order No. 22909. 
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4885. Applieation of the rural municipality of -Fort Garry, Man., for an order 
directing the Canadian Northern Railway’ Company to provide a proper and suitahle 
subway under its tracks where it crosses Pembina highway, Winnipeg, Man. (File 
No. 20311.1.) 

Order made dismissing the application. See Order Yo. 22102. 

4886. Application of the Canadian Northern Railway Company for authority to 
remove the connection between the Canadian Pacifie railway and the Winnipeg Joint 
Terminal tracks at Higgins avenue, Winnipeg, Man. (File No. 23815.) p- 

Order made refusing the application. See Order No. 23177. 

4887. Re Winnipeg Street Railway Crossing, crossing the Selkirk branch of the 
Oanadian Pacific Railway on Selkirk Avenue and McPhillips Street, Winnipeg, 
authorized by Order No. 15449, dated September 15th, 1911, and crossing of the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway spur of the Winnipeg Beach branch at Selkirk Avenue, Win- 
nipeg, authorized by Order No. 21287, dated January 29th, 1914. (File No. 17610.) 
Application struck off the list. 

4888. Application of the city of Winnipeg, Man., for an order directing the 
C.P.R. Company to take up and remove from and off Selkirk Avenue in the City of 
Winnipeg, a certain spur track which connects with the Selkirk branch of the C.P.R., 
immediately north of Selkirk avenue aforesaid, and runs southerly across Selkirk 
avenue into exhibition grounds, and to connect said spur with the said Selkirk line © 
of the C.P.R., south of Selkirk avenue. (File No. 23122.) 

See judgment of Chief Commissioner, dated October 80, 1914. Appendix “C.” 

4889. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company under sections 222 
and 237, for authority to construct a spur for the Dominion Lumber and Fuel Com- 
pany in lot 88, parish of St. John, Winnipeg, Manitoba. (File No. 22318-18.) 

Order made granting the application subject to the terms and conditions set forth 
in the order. Order No. 21267 rescinded. See Order No. 22835. 

4890. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, under sections 222 
and 237 for authority to construct a spur for the Dominion Lumber and Fuel Company 
in lot 88, parish of St. John, Winnipeg, Manitoba. (File No. 22318.18.) 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See Order 22835. 

4891, Application of B. Shraggo, of Winnipeg, Manitoba, for an order directing 
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to construct a spur to serve the applicant’s 
warehouse in the City of Winnipeg, Manitoba. (File No. 22318.10.) 

Order made granting the application. 

4892. ie of the Canadian Northern Railway Company under ons 
222 and 237, for authority to construct a spur for J. H. Carleton, to serve lots 24, 25 
and 26, meee 12, D.G.S., St. John, plan 12, Winnipeg, Manitoba, and to cross with 
such spur May street ad Heaton avenue in the said city. (File No. 22318.19.) 

Order made granting the application upon the terms set forth in the order. 

4893. Consideration of the matter of construction of subway at the crossing of 
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, at Salter Street, Winnipeg, Manitoba. (Tile 
No. 8084.) 

Matter referred to the Board’s Chief Engineer for report after conference with 
the city’s engineer and the C.P.R. Co.’s engineer. 

4894, Consideration of the matter of the request of the City of Windies. Mani- 
toba, for the construction of a subway at Talbot Avenue, Winnipeg, Manitoba: where 
it is crossed by the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. (File No. 
9437.279.) 

Board directed that the City of Winnipeg could construct a subway at its own 
expense if it so desires, but that before the order is issued the city to advise the Board — 
whether it intends to avail itself of the alternative referred to in the oral judgment of 
the Chief Commissioner. See judgment of the Chief Commissioner, Appendix “ 0.” 
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4895. Consideration of the matter of the crossing of the tracks of the Winnipeg 
Electric Railway Company by the Canadian Pacific Railway at Logan Avenue, Win- 
nipeg, Manitoba, authorized by Order No. 6501, dated March 12th, 1909. (File No. 
8922, Case No. 4716.) 

Order made dismissing application. 

4896. Consideration of the forms of live stock contracts submitted by railway 
companies subject to the jurisdiction of the Board. (File No. 16749.) 

Order to go under section 226 upon formal application and plans being filed and 
submitted for approval. 

4897. Complaint of C. T. Rogers of Coleville, Sask., relative to alleged overcharge 
on car of settlers’ effects from Broomhill, Manitoba, to Coleville, Sask. (File No. 
24202.) 

No order made. Board having no jurisdiction. 

4898. Application of James McKay, M.P., et al., for an order directing the Grand 
Trunk Pacific Railway Company to place a siding where their main line running into 
Prince Albert, Sask., crosses the South Saskatchewan River at St. Louis, Sask. (File 
No. 17913.) . 

2 Order made directing that the G.T.P. Co., provide and construct a ten car spur 
_ at Old St. Louis. Work to be constructed and completed by November 30th, 1914. 
> See Order 22784. 

i 4899. Complaint of the residents in the vicinity of Sibbald and Benton, Alberta, 
_ for an order directing the Canadian Northern Railway to construct a siding in sec- 
* tion 6-22-2, 'W. 4 M., midway between Sibbald and Benton, Alta. (File No. 5891.8.) 
Board directed that an Order go confirming the siding at the place where it now 
is. Board’s operating officer to report in the matter of the platform. 

4900. Complaint of the village of Hughton, Sask., with reference to lack of station 
and station agent at that point, on the line of the Canadian Northern Railway, in 
section 20-26-14, W. 3 M., Saskatchewan. (File No. 23717.) 

Order made directing the C.N.R. to file a plan showing the location of a fourth 
class station at Hughton, to be erected and station agent appointed on or before the 
1st of July, 1914. 

4901. Application of the Board of Trade of Sheho, Sask., for an order directing 
_ the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to remove its station at that point to the 
town side of the track and thus eliminate a dangerous crossing. (File No. 23896.) 

x Order made dismissing the application. 

4902. Application of the Grain Growers’ Association of Wiseton, Sask., for an 
order directing the Canadian Northern Railway Company to construct a stockyard 
_ and loading chute at Wiseton, Sask. (File No. 24215.) 
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% Order made directing the C.N.R. to complete on or before July 1, 1914, one open 
_ stockyard and loading chute at Wiseton. at 
= 4903. Complaint of the Landis Grain Growers’ Association against the minimum 


weight charged on live hogs by the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway. (File No. 19475-5.) 
Y Struck off list. .To be dealt with in connection with general adjustment of the 
- rate complained of. 
4904. Application of the rural municipality of Viscount, No. 341, Sask., for a 
pipe crossing under the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company (Pheasant 
‘Hills branch), in section 29-34-26, W. 2 M., Sask. (File No. 965-17.) 
Order made directing the railway company at its own expense to grade driveway 
from highway crossing and ‘to install an eighteen-inch corrugated iron pipe, work to 
__ be completed by September 1, 1914. 
ie 4905. Application of the rural municipality of Viscount, No. 341, Sask., for an 
order directing the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to put the right of way of 
their Pheasant Hills branch in suck shape as will allow farmers to deliver their grain 
at the elevators situated on the switch of the said railway in the village of Viscount, 
_ Sask. (File No. 965-18.) 
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Order made (see Appl’n R. M. of Viscount, No. 341, re pipe crossing under C:P.R, 
File 965-17.) 

4906. Application of the rvral municipality of Viscount, No. 341, Sask., for a 
permanent crossing at the centre of section 11-34-25, W. 2 M., where the present cross- 
ing is on the railway to the east of the hamlet of Plunkett, on the line of the Pheasant 
Hills branch of the ‘Canadian Pacific Railway Company. (File No. 965-19.) 

Order made dismissing application. 

4907. Application of the rural municipality of Viscount, No. 341, Sask., for an 
order directing the Canadian Pacific Railway Company (Pheasant Hills Branch) to 
put their right of way in such shape as will allow farmers to deliver their grain 
at the elevators situated in the hamlet of Plunkett, Sask. (Tile No. 965-20.) 

The railway company at its own expense to grade a driveway from highway cross- 
ing to elevator approaches and to install an eight-inch pipe, work to be completed by 
September 1, 1914. 

4908. Application of the rural municipality of Viscount, No. 341, Sask., for an 
order compelling the Canadian Pacific Railway Company (Pheasant Hills branch) to 
place a pipe under their track opposite Block 4, of the hamlet of Plunkett, Sask., to 
allow the water a free course from the north side of the track to the south side of the 
same. (File No. 965-21.) 

Order made directing the railway company to install an eighteen-inch corrugated 
iron pipe, work to be completed by the 1st of September, 1914. 

4909. Application of the Board of Highway Commissioners for the province of 
Saskatchewan for approval of plan showing new road crossing over the right of way 
of the C.P.R., in the south half of section 29-34-26, W. 2 M., which road provides 
access to Viscount, Sask. (File No. 23124.) 

Order made directing the railway company to construct a crossing at the point 
in question at its. own expense, said crossing to be constructed by the 1st of September, 
1914, : 

4910. Application of the Fiske Grain Growers’ Association, for an order directing 
the C.N.R. Co., to extend the loading platform at Fiske, Sask. (File No. 17330.) 

Order made. Railway company undertaking to have driveway and facilities 
attended to without delay. 

4911. Petition of the Board of Trade of Minburn, Alta., relative to the station 
facilities of-the Canadian Northern Railway Company at Minburn, Alta. (ile No. 
20214.) , 

No action taken. C.N.R. states that an agent had been appointed and that a fourth- 
class station would be erected within six weeks from the 29th of May, 1914. , 

4912. Application of the Board of Trade of Onoway, Alberta, relative to the train 
service of the Canadian Northern railway west of St. Albert, Atberta. (File No. 
14949.175.) 

Railway company stated that train service would be operated to Lac Ste. Anne, 
Alta., within six weeks from May 29. No order necessary. 

4913. Application of the Board of Trade of Vegreville, Alta., for the enlargement 
of the stockyard and loading platform at Vegreville, Alberta, on the line of the Cana-_ 
dian Northern Railway Company. (File No. 24844.) 

Order made directing the O.N.R. Co., to widen the loading platform at Vegreville 
to 20 feet by the 29th of June, 1914. 

4914. Petition of R. H. Waite et al., of Tofield, Alta., for station facilities on the 
line of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company between Tofield and Deville, Alta. 
(File, No. 19275.) 

Order made directing the G.T.P..Co., to file with the board by 29th June, 1914, 
plan showing location of a standard No. 14 station, also a stock pen with neces- 
sary platform and loading chute, also a spur track to hold at least four freight cars; 
these facilities to be constructed and completed by September 1, 1914. 
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4915. Application of John A. McPherson et al., of the village of Spruce Grove, 

_Alta., for an order directing the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Co. to operate and 

_ maintain, with good and sufficient accommodation for freight trafic, the railway station 
at Spruce Grove, Alberta. (File No. 17463.) 

Order made directing the G.T.R. Co., to stop train No. 2 on Sunday morning at 
Spruce Grove and provide suitable track for handling of traffie from the platform and 
to make other provisions. Seg Order No, 22302. 

4916. Petition of the residents of Gainford, Alberta, and vicinity, for an order 
directing the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to appoint a station agent at 

Gainford, Alberta. (File No. 17275.) 

No order made. The G.T.P. Company to file a statement showing its freight, pas- 
_senger and express earnings from January 1 to May 31, 1914. : 

4917. Application of the merchants and business men of Ribstone, Alta., for an 
order directing the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway to have all prepaid freight in less 

_ than carload lots and express shipments addressed or consigned to Ribstone delivered 
there instead of at Dunn, A'berta. (File No. 22680.) 

Order made approving of the location and details of station of the G.T.P. Ry. Co., 

, at Ribstone, Alta. See Order No. 23060. 

4918. In the matter of Order No. 21731, dated May 1, 1914, authorizing the 

 G.T.P. Ry. to construct, maintain and operate ladder tracks across Kinistino avenue, 
in the city of Edmonton, Alberta, and directing that the switching movements over the 
said crossing be*carried on between the hours of 1 and 2.30 o’clock p.m., and 9 o’clock 
p.m., and 4 o’clock, a.m., and application of the G.T.P. Ry. Company for reconsidera- 
tion of the provision of the said order with respect to hours of switching, extending the 
time from 4 a.m. to 6 a.m. 

= Order made rescinding second paragraph of the operative part of Order No. 21731 
and providing that the switching movements over the crossing in question be carried on 
between 1.00 and 2.30 o’clock p.m., and 9.30 o’clock p.m., and 6 o’clock a.m. Applicant 
company to provide watchman during switching operations. 

4919. In the matter of protection at the level crossing of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company at Whyte avenue, Edmonton, Alberta. 

(Note.) The board will consider the question of seniority at this crossing. (File 
No. 8464. Case No. 3935.) 

Judgment reserved. 

4920. Complaint of the Clover Bar Coal Company against 8 cent rate charged by 
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on carload live hogs Millet to Edmonton, 

compared with 74 cent rate for same movement when for packing-purposes; also that 
the C.P.R. refuses to absorb any portion of the interswitching charges at Edmonton. 
(File No. 24342.) 

Struck off the list. 

4921. Application of the corporation of the city of Edmonton, Alberta, under 
Section 237, for leave to construct a highway across the railway and yards of the 
Calgary and Edmonton Railway Company within the limits of the city for the 
‘purpose of opening up Athabasca ‘avenue across the said railway and for the carrying 
of the said avenue under the said yards and railway by means of a subway. (Wile No. 
22436.) 

Leave granted to the city of Edmonton to appeal to the Supreme Court from the 
Andgment of the board. ein 

4922. Application of the O.N.R. Co., for permission to locate, maintain and 
Operate a spur from a point on its authorized line in the city of Calgary at mile 
255.40 to a point opposite block 48, to the property of the Canada Cement Company. 
(File No. 22398.14.) y 
Board directed that an Order go.in accordance with the consent of the city of 


f algary, dated May 26, 1914. ‘ 


i 
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4923, Application W. W. Jefferson for the appointment of an agent at Junkins, 
Alta., on the line of the G.T.P. Ry., and for improvements to the station property. 
‘(File No. 20120.) 

No action taken, the railway company haying arranged for the installation of a 
standard loading platform at Junkins. 

4924, Ke transfer track in connection with C.N.R. and C.P.R. Companies at 
Calgary. (File No. 10821.95.) 

See judgment of Asst. Chief Commissioner dated January 7, 1915. Appendix 
as Chee 

4925. Application of the C.N.R. Co., for an Order extending the time for the 
operation of the Gravelbourg branch until 1st October, 1914. (File No. 13975.156.) 

Order made granting the application. See Order No. 22078. 

4926. Application of the Massey-Harris Co., Ltd., for an Order directing the 
O.N. Ry. Co., and the G.T.P. Ry. Co., to construct a spur in block 6, Hudson Bay 
reserve as far as Athabasca avenue. (File No. 22140.) 

See judgment of Chief Commissioner, dated July 8, 1914. Appendix “C.” 

4927. Re grade separation, Edmonton, Alta. (File No. 238420.) 

Order made directing the protection of crossings of Syndicate and Albert avenues, 
city of Edmonton, by gates installed by the railway companies and operated by day and 
night watchmen. Detail plans to be submitted by the 7th August, 1914, and the 
gates to be installed within three months after the approval of plans. Provision made 
for payment 20 per cent of cost out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund. 

4928. Re time limit for the erection of gates on 1st, Alberta and Whyte avenues, — 
Edmonton. (File No. 23420.) ; 

Order made directing the protection of crossings of Syndicate ae Alberta — 
avenues, city of Edmonton, by gates installed by the railway companies and operated by ~ 
day and night watchmen. Detail plans to be submitted by the 7th August, 1914, and — 
the gates to be installed within three months after the approval of the plans. Provision — 
made for the payment of 20 per cent of cost out of The Railway Grade Crossing 
Fund. 

4929. Re protection on Spruce avenue, Edmonton. (File No. 19487.) - 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in theg 
Order. (See Order 21938.) ; 

4930. Application of the city of Edmonton to open Morgan ae enué, Regent street 
and Kelley avenue, across railway company’s tracks. (File No. 23398.) 4 

No Order made. Board is, however, of the opinion that, vif not at present 
certainly at an early date access should be provided to the property south and east 
of the Canadian Northern main ie 

4931. Re crossing of 27th Street, Edmonton, by the Interurban Railway, and ad 
G.T.P. Ry. Co. (File No. 20921.) 

Board directed that Order No. 23634 should stand and that the Interurban Railway 
Co. be at liberty to renew its application as soon as the company is ready to operate 
its railway. 

4932. Re crossing by the Edmonton and Dunvegan Railway Company at mileag 
5. (File No. 24271.) 

See judgment of the Chief Commissioner, Appendix “ ©,” directing that an orde 
will issue unless the anomalies referred to in the judgment are removed at an ear] 
date, 

4933. Application of the merchants and business men of Ribstone, Alta., for a 
order directing the G.T.P. Co., to have all prepaid freight in less than carload lots an 
express shipments addressed or consigned to Ribstone, delivered there instead of a 
Dunn, Alta. (File No. 22680.) 

Order made directing railway to construct station and one-pen_ stockyar 
Work to be completed by September 15, 1914. See Order 22316. 


; 
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4934. Application of the Grand Trunk Railway Company for an order amending 

* order of the Board No. 138, dated June 17, authorizing the crossing by the Sarnia 
_ Street Railway Company of the Grand Trunk Railway (Point Edward-Blackwell 

branch) and requiring the installation of a diamond at the expense of the Sarnia 
_ Street Railway Company. : 
) Order No. 21825, dated May 14, 1914, suspended pending hearing. (File No. 612.) 
Board directed that an order issue but that such order be not retroactive. Grand 
_ Trunk to be furnished with a copy of the draft order. 

. 4935. Consideration of the question of requiring further and additional smoke con- 
suming devices and the amplification of existing orders with a view of abating the 

smoke nuisance at: terminals. (File No. 6595, Case 3023.) (Recommendation 

attached.) i 

Referred to Board’s operating department for investigation and report. 

4936. Complaint of the Cowichan Ratepayers’ Association on behalf of Adam 
Gordon, of Hillbank, B.C., relative to alleged inadequate culvert on his property on the 

line of the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway Company. (C.P.R.) (File No. 24270.) 

Order made directing the railway-eompany to file forthwith plans showing culvert 
to properly drain the lands of Adam Gordon. Work to be completed within two 
months from the approval of the plans. Mr. Gordon to contribute $50 towards the 

expense of the work. 

4937. Complaint of. the Cowichan Ratepayers’ Association and others against the 
rate charged on grain and mill feeds from Midland points to points in the Cowichan 
district, B.C. (File No. 24271.) Judgment reserved. 

£938. Complaint of the Cowichan Ratepayers’ Association on behalf of Ba. 
Knocker, of Cowichan station, B.C., relative to refusal of the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way to settle claim for case of eggs shipped to Mr. Knocker at Sechelt, B.C. (File No. 
24972.) ~ , 

No action necessary, the railway company having arranged to pay the claim. 

4939. Complaint of Arthur L. Watson, Esq., of Dunean, B.C., relative to refusal 
of the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway Company to provide cattle guards at his farm 
crossing at a point one mile north of Tyee siding. Section 16-17-5, Lomenos dis- 
trict. (File No. 455.43.) : 

No order necessary, the case of: the complainant having been removed in go far as 
the condition of the crossing is concerned. 

4940. Complaint of R. P. Finlayson, of Okanagan Landing, B.C., relative to 
C.P.R. Company closing its crossing giving access to the railway station at that point. 
(File No. 21905.) 

No order made.: Board decided to visit the locus. 

4941. Complaint of the Automobile Association of Victoria, Vancouver and 
Seattle, against the freight charge on automobiles between the Mainland and Van- 
couver Island. (File No. 24317.) 

No action necessary the complaint having been withdrawn. 

4942. Complaint of municipality of the city of Duncan, B.C., against the E. & N. 
railway crossing over the Victoria and Campbell River Trunk road, south of Duncan 
Station. (File 9487.1143.). - 

_ Order made directing the railway company to install gates at the said crossings 
to be operated by day and night watchmen. The cost of constructing and maintaining 
the gates to be borne one-half by the railway company and one half by the city. See 
order 22817. 

4943. Application of the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway Co. to amend Order 
No. 17221 authorizing the municipality of North Cowichan to construct a river road. 
(File No. 20209.) 

Judgment reserved. Matter referred to the Board’s chief engineer to report. 
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4944. In re the Esquimalt & Nanaimo Railway Co. and the Anderson Logging 
Company. (File 22196.) Order of the Board No. 21421. 

Referred to the Board’s engineer for report. 

4945. Application of the Minister of Public Works of the Province of British 
Columbia for an order under section 237 of the Railway Act directing the Esquimalt 
and Nanaimo Railway Company to provide and construct for the protection, safety and 
convenience of the public, a level highway crossing at Alder Street, Riverside Town- 
site, Cowichan Lake, B.C. (Tile No. 24482.) 

Order to issue in terms of letter of the Minister of Public Works, dated May 26 
1914, 

4946. In the matter of the location of Palmer Station on the line of the Esquimalt 
and Nanaimo Railway. (File No. 23838.) - 

Order made approving the location of the E. & N. Ry. Co.’s station at Palmer, 
subject to conditions contained in the said order. See Order No. 22944. 

4947. In the matter of the blocking of the highway near Craig Station on the 
Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway. (File No. 24570.) 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See Order 22535. 

4948. Petition of the Ladies Club of Whonnock, B.C., the residents of Whonnock, 
and Maple Ridge Municipality, for an order directing the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company to keep an agent at Whonnock, B.C. (File No. 20276.) 


No order necessary, the railway compan undertaking to see that freight and — 
dv DS 


express are properly handled. 

4949. Application of the C.P.R. Company for approval of plan showing the diver- 
sion of Boundary Creek and 20-foot masonry arch and proposed diversion of Govern- 
ment Road and 16-foot conerete arch at bridge 116.1, Similkameen Division, B.C. 
‘(File No. 22780.) . 

No order made, C.P.R. Co. to file an amended plan showing the work agreed to 
be done by the company. oe 

4950. Petition of the residents of the District of Tynehead and vicinity for sta- 
tion facilities on the line ofthe Great Northern Railway at Tynehead, B.C. (ile 
No. 28406.) . 

No further action necessary as counsel for the Great Northern Railway Co. 
stated that the station has been put in. 

4951, Application of the City of New Westminster, City of Port Moody, and 
municipalities of Burnaby and Coquitlam, B.C., for a temporary level crossing over 
the tracks of the Great Northern Railway on the North Road, for the purpose of 
providing for the immediate extension of the British Columbia Electric Railway 
tracks for a distance along +he North Road, (File No. 24332.) 

Application withdrawn. 

4952. Complaint of the Municipality’ of Burnaby, B.C., against the alleged over- 
crowding on cars on the Burnaby Lake Line of the British Columbia Electric Railway 
Company. (Vancouver, Fraser Valley & Southern Ry. Co.) (File No. 243812.) 

Order made providing that the trains set out in the order shall carry in them the 
additional ears placed in service on the 5th June, 1914. ¢ 

4953. Consideration of the matter of protection of the crossing of the Great 
Northern Railway Company at Burnette Street, in the City of New Westminster, 
B.C. (File No. 9487.973.) t 

Order made directing the railway company to install gates at Burnette Street. 
Plans to be submitted by July 10, 1914, and gates to be installed within three months 
after approval of plans. 20 per cent cost of Installation to be paid out of The Railway 
Grade Crossing Fund, two-thirds balance to be paid by Ry. Co. and one-third by City 
of New Westminster. Cost of maintenance to be paid two-thirds by Ry. Co. and one- 
third by City of New Westminster. 

4954. Application of the V.V. & E. Ry. & Nav. Co., for authority to expropriate 
certain Jands in the New Westminster District, part of the lands being required fo 


¢ 
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the purpose of diverting the Gunn Road and the Brunette Road and part for the 
purpose of providing an overhead crossing over the tracks of said railway company 
at the North Road; also for an order closing portions of the Gunn Road and Brunette 
Road; and in the matter of Order No. 19928, dated July 30th, 1913, directing the 
applicant company to construct a steel bridge over its tracks on the line of the North 
Road, ete. (Note.) This matter is set down to be spoken to for the purpose of fixing 
a time for the commencement and completion of the work. (File No. Disisoe) 

Judgment reserved. i 

4955. Resumed hearing of the application of the residents of White Rock, Ocean 
Park and Crescent, B.C., for an order directing the Great Northern Railway Company 
to continue its summer round-trip week-end fares throughout the year between Van- 
couver and New Westminster and the said resorts, also that excursion fares be granted 
on public holidays between the same points, heard at Vancouver October 21, 191326" ( Pile 
No. 23303.) 

Application refused. 


4956. Application of the city of Vancouver, B.C., under section 237, for an order 
sanctioning a highway crossing over the tracks of the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern 
Railway and Navigation Company at Venables street, in the city of Vancouver, B.C. 
{File No. 24274.) 

Order made granting application. 

4957. In the matter of the Order of the Board No. 18593, dated March 3, 1918, 
authorizing the corporation of the city of Vancouver, B.C., to construct a bridge, to be 
used as a public highway, from Georgia street, in the said city, to Harris street, over 
the railways of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and the Vancouver, Victoric — 
and Kastern Railway and Navigation Company; and application of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company for an order directing the said city of Vancouver to bear 
and pay the expenses of an inspector to be appointed to protect the employees and 
regulate the handling of the traftie of the said company. (File No. 20060.) 

City to pay the item now under consideration. 

_ 4958. Complaint of the cities of Vancouver and North Vancouver, B.C., against 
the change of plans by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company of the North Vancouver 
Ferry Pedestrian Subway. (File No. 9437-343.) ° 

Order made dismissing the application. See Order No. 22808, - 

4959. Complaint of the city of Vancouver, B.C., for an order requiring the Cana- 
lian Pacifie Railway Company to construct a tunnel connecting the Vancouver Front 
Yards with the False Creck Yards, in the city of Vancouver, B.C. (File 9437-873.) 

Board decided that.C.P.R. Co., should furnish the city of Vancouver with copies of 
he plans of the tunnel, and that any property owners interested should be allowed to 
mspect the same at the City Solicitor’s office. That no movement of trains, except 
ight engines and in cases of emergency, are to be made over the crossing in question 
etween 11.45 a.m., and 1.30 p.m., and 5 p.m., and 6.45 p.m. 

4960. Complaint of the Elmo Marshal! Co., of Vancouver that the Canadian 
’acific Railway Company’s rate from Clayborn, B.C., to Vancouver, on condensed 
nilk destined to Oriental ports, is excessive and discriminatory with respect to the 
ompany’s rates from prairie and eastern shipping points of the same article. (File 
Yo. 24341.) | 

No action necessary the matter having been adjusted between the parties. 

4961. Complaint of Mrs. Ella Scarlett-Synge on behalf of the Local Council of 
Yomen in regard to carrying of milk on freight cars by railway companies. (File No. 
0119.) 

Referred to the Board’s Operating Officer for report. 

4962. Complaint of the Hammond Association regarding the stopping of trains at 
lulway stations. (File No. 22677.) 

Complaint dismissed. 
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4963. Application of the British Columbia Express Co., regarding the removal of. 
a temporary bridge built by the G.T.P. across the Fraser River. (File No. 19484.) 

Application refused. { 

4964, Application of the city of North Vancouver that the C.P.R. be compelled 
to comply with the terms of the ‘Board’s Order dated 28th July, 1913. (File No. 
13477-1.) 

No action taken. 
work. | 
4965. Complaint of certain property holders to any further delay on the part of 
the G.N.R. and the B.C. Electrie Ry. Co., and the city of Vancouver in executing the 
aduct in the east end of the city. (File No. 20062.) 


Order No. 19815 lapses if the company do not proceed with the: 


work in connection with the vi 
See judgment of Chief Commissioner, dated November 9, 1914, Appendix “ C.” 


4966. Application of the C.P.R. Co., for approval of its Port Moody and North 


Shore branch. 
No action necessary as Order No. 19894 simply lapses if the company does not 


proceed with the work. 

4967. Application of the City of Vancouver, B.C., for an order sanctioning the 
locatioa of footings for the purpose of constructing the Dunsmuir Street spur, Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway Company. : 

Order to be settled between the parties and submitted to the Board. 

4968. Application of the Board of Trade, Georgetown, Ontario, County of Halton 
and the Township of Esquesing, for an order directing the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company to provide and construct a suitable subway where said railway crosses “The 
Seventh Line” between concessions 7 and 8, said Township of Esquesing, Ont., at 0! 
near lot 20, concession 8. (File No. 9437.84.) 

See Judgment of Commissioner 8. J. McLean, dated July 8th, 1914. Appendr 


a ican 
4969. Consideration of the matter of the Grand Trunk Railway Company cross 
ings by the Berlin & Northern Railway in the City of Berlin, Ontario, and order 0 
the Board No. 21780, dated May 7th, 1914. (File No. 23364. ) 
Board directed that a half interlocker be installed at derail of the electric . 
semaphore on the steam railway line to be operated by the Electric Co. at its own co 
4970, Application of the Lake Erie & Northern Railway Company for an orde 
amending Order No, 19087 approving the location of the line of railway from statio: 
0.00 in the City of Brantford, Ontario, to station 998-53.5 in the town of Galt, Ontaril 
(File No. 18034.7.) i 
No action taken. No order necessary. 
4971. Application of the Lake Erie & Northern Railway Company, under sectio 
258, for approval of the location of station in the city of Brantford, Ontario, and th 
plans in connection therewith. (File No. 18034.60.) 
Application refused. See order 222947. i 
4972. Application of the Grand Trunk Railway Company, under sections 237 an 
257, for authority to renew the superstructure of Bridge 24, mile 76-9, Beford Stree 
Brantford, township of Brant, Ontario. (Tile 15487,10.) 
Case struck off the list. [ 
4973. Application of the county of Welland, Ontario, for the rescission of Ord 
No. 20134, dated, August 16, 1913, authorizing the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffa 
Railway Company to divert the following highways: } 
Between lot 14, con. 10 and lot 14, con. 11, Township of Pelham. | 
Between lot 1, con. 13 and lot 1, con. 14, Township of Pelham. | 
Between lot 9, con. 11 and lot 9, con. 12, township of Pelham. 
Between lot 5, con. 12 and lot 5, con. 13, Township of Pelham. eras ; 
to close those portions of present road allowance to be diverted as aforesaid, with 
the limits of its right of way and to take lands from Alonzo Jennings, George Da 
Thomas Toor, and Jemima Sutton. (File Nos. 21620.6, 21620.7, 21620.8 and 21620 
Application dismissed. See Order No. 22357. 
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é 4974, Application of the Toronto, Hamilton & Buffalo Railway Company, under 
sections 221, 922 and 223, for authority to construct a spur in the City of Hamilton, 
Ontario, from a point on the applicant company’s Easterly Belt Line of railway and 
running thence to and through the lands belonging to the Municipal Corporation of 
the City of Hamilton (City Sewage Disposal Works) and to and into the lands of 
Fowler’s Canadian Company, Ltd. (File No. 22581.6.) 

Ei; Judgment reserved for two weeks. Plan to be filed by the Fowler’s Canadian 
Company, Ltd. 

4975. Application of the Hamilton & Toronto Sewer Pipe Company, Limited, 
under section 225, for an-order directing the G.T.R. Company to provide and con- 
struct a suitable siding where the company’s railway intersects lands of the applicant 
company in the township of West Flamboro, Ontario. (File No. 22370.45.) 

Case struck off the list. 

4976. Complaint of Mr. A. C. Gahan, of Pent:cton, B.C., relative to damage or 
depreciation of property on account of location of the Ketile Valley Railway in lot 
72, Penticton, B.C. (File No. 117380.88.) 

No order necessary, the Board not having any jurisdiction, 

4977, Application of the Kettle Valley Railway Coinpany for authority to cross 
with its main line Vancouver Ave., Farrell Strect, Lane, Victoria Ave , Gamble Street, 
Westminster Ave., Townley Street, Nanaimo Ave., Gamble Street, Fairview Ave., 
Road on the Pickering Subdivision, Lane ‘connecting with Creekside Road) Lane, 
Road along Creekside, Lanes, Haywood Street, Bekhardt Ave., Lane Street, Henry 


Street, Calgary Ave. Cassar Ave., Fairview Road, in the Town of Penticton BO. 
(File 11738.82.) 


No order necessary. 


4978. Application of P. Coldron for an order directing the Kettle Valley Railway 
Company to compensate him for damage to his property on Main street, Penticton. 
(File No. 11738-97.) 

No order necessary. 

4979. Consideration of the matter of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s train 
service, Haliburton branch. (File No. 22117.) 

Order made directing the G.T.R. Co. to establish a train service on the Haliburton 
subdivision of its railway, said service to be maintained for a period of three months 
from the 1st July, 1914. See Order No. 22055. 

- 4980. Application of the Rocmae Road Corporation of America, Limited, Thorold, 
Ontario, for tenth-class rating in the Canadian ‘Freight Classification on “Rocmac” 
in carloads. (File No. 19367.38.) 

Judgment reserved. Stands for one week, parties to endeavour to arrive at-” 
settlement. : 

4981. Application of the Standard Paint Company of Canada, for reduced rating 
on prepared roofing in the Canadian classification. (File No. 19367-35.) 

Order made dismissing the application. See Order No. 22880. 

_ 4982. Railway companies will be required to show cause why, in view of the 
Waiver in regard to secure packing as set out in the Companies’ Special Contract 
Release of Responsibility, the said release should not be limited to damages con- 
nected with, or arising from breakage or chafing. (File No. 23507.) Seb 
Order made settling the form of release, being a form of special contract limiting 
the liability of the carrier in respect of the carriage of the traffic mentioned in the 
order. See General Order 136. 

_ 4983. Application of the Kootenay Central Railway Company (C.P.R.) under 
section 258 for approval of the location of station at Edgewater, mile 59-5 (south of 
Jolden), B.C., on said Kootenay Central Railway. (File No. 1136-45.) . 

_ Order made granting the application subject to conditions set forth in the order. 
See Order 29137. 
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4984. Application of the Kootenay Central Railway Company (C.P.R.) under 
section 258 for approval of the location of station at Luxor, mile 54-4 (south of Golden), 
B.C., on said Kootenay Central Railway. (File 1136-44.) 

Order made granting application. | 

4985. Application of the Kootenay Central Railway Company (C.P.R.) under 
section 258 for approval of the location of station near Athalmer and Invermere, B.C., 
at mileage 92 of said railway. (File No. 1136-13.) 

Order made in accordance with the judgment of the Chief Commissioner. | 

4986. Applieation of the Wilmer Improvement Association for an order directing 
the Kootenay Central Railway (C.P.R.) to provide siding accommodation and station 
at Wilmer, B.C. (File No. 1136-50.) : | 

Order made in accordance with the direction of the Chief Commissioner. 

4987. Petition of the residents of the eity of Columbia, B.C., against the proposed 
abandonment by the Canadian Pacific Railway of their station at that point. (Tile 
No. 21642.) 6 

No action taken as no one appeared. 

4988. Complaint of the Martin Prairie Farmers” Institute, of Pritchard, B.G| 
relative to train service of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and application for 
the appointment of a station agent at that point. (File No. 28781.) 

If necessary an order will issue upon the lines suggested by the Board’s Inspectoi 
in his report. 

4989. Complaint of F. W. McLaine, Mayor of Greenwood, B.C., against the pro 
posed discontinuation by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company of daily passengel 
and mail service between Midway and Nelson, B.C. (File No. 24400.) 

No order necessary, service having been restored. 

4990. Complaint of the Mountain Lumber Manufacturers’ Association and the 
Canadian Western Lumber Co., that the Canadian Pacifie’s lumber rates from shipping 
points in the Kootenay district and on the Crowsnest line are excessive and dis 
criminatory compared with the company’s rates from main line shipping points it 
British columbia to prairie points. (Re-hearing, following judgment in the genera 
Western Rates Case.) (File No. 16177-1.) 

See judgment of Chief Commissioner, dated February 9, 1915. Appendix “ 0?) 

4991. Application for the rescission of Order of the Board No. 16874, dated June 
26, 1912, relieving the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company from fencing and main 
taining fences in so far as it affects the lands of Mrs. Fraser about one half or three 
quarters of a mile east from Revelstoke, B.C. (File No. 9994.64.) 

No Order necessary. Matter referred to the ,Board’s Operating Officer to inspee! 
and report. 

4992. Application of the C.P.R. Co. for approval of plan showing the diversior 
of Boundary Creek and 20 feet masonry arch and proposed diversion for Governmen’ 
Road and 16 feet concrete arch at bridge 116.1 Similkameen, B.C. : 

This matter is set down to enable Mr. J. D. McLean to make such representation 
as he desires. (File No. 22780.) 

tailway Company to file an amended plan showing work agreed to be done. 

4993. Complaint of the Farmers’ Institute of the province of British Columb 
Revelstoke, regarding the condition of the fences and cattle guards along the line 0 
the Canadian Pacific Railway on both sides of the Columbia River. (Tile | 
9994.145.) . | 

Order made rescinding Order No. 16874 in part, as set forth in the Order. Se 
Order 22635. — 

4994, Application of Mrs. C. M. Fraser, of Revelstoke, B.C., for a farm crossi 
over the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway one half or three quarters of a 
east of Revelstoke Station on the main line of the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

Order made pursuant to provisions of Section 253 of the Railway Act, grant 
the application. 
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4995. Consideration of the matter of the first crossing over the Canadian Pacific 
Railway east of Herbert, Sask., and the present layout of the tracks at that point. 
(File No. 9487.978.) 

- Order made relieving the O.P.R. Co. from speed limitation imposed by Order 
19500. See Order 22618. : 

4996. Application of the Craigmyle Board of Trade, Craigmyle, Alberta, for a 
station at Craigmyle on the Goose Lake Extension of the Canadian Northern Railway 
Company. (File No. 24291.) 

Order made directing the Railway Co. to erect a third-class station at Craigmyle 
by the 30th August, 1914. See Order 22101. 

4997. Application of G. B. Field, of Strangmuir, Alberta, for an Order directing 
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to establish stock yards at Carseland, Alberta. 
(File No. 24373.) 

No Order necessary, company undertakes to establish stock yards within one 
month. 

4998. Application of the Rural Municipality of Mountain View, No. 310, on 
behalf of Mr. P. P. Dick, for an Order directing the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company to provide an open crossing with cattle guards at the road in S.W.4, Sec. 
7-31-1, W. 5th M., Alberta. (File No. 618.53.) 

Referred to Board’s Inspector for report. 

4999. Complaint of the Ross-Saskatoon Lumber Company, Ltd., of Waldo, B.C., 
relative to refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to continue their Waldo 


- Branch down from Baker Lumber Company’s Mill to connect up with the complain- 
ant’s plant at Waldo, B.C. (File No. 24399.) 


Order made authorizing construction of spur under Section 226 of Railway Act, 
to Ry. Co. to file by 22nd July a plan and to serve a copy thereof on the G.T.R., 
setting out the manner in which the proposed tracks of the Great Northern are to be 
crossed. Board’s Engineer to make an estimate of the cost. Spur to be completed. 
within 60 days after the amount has been deposited in the bank. 

5000. Application of the city of Lethbridge for an extension of the Express 
Delivery Limits to include the City’s Industrial Building. (File No. 4214,101.) 

No Order to be made until the road is put in proper condition by the city, if 
any dispute arises in this connection, Board’s Inspector to make report. 

5001. Application of the Western Canada Stone Co., of Calgary, Alberta, for an 
extension of the express collection and delivery limits at Calgary, so as to include the 
applicant’s plant. (File No. 4214.126.) 

Order made dismissing the application. See Order No. 22093. 

5002. Application of the City of Calgary, Alberta, for an Order allowing all poles 
in lanes in the city of Calgary, Alberta, to remain as they now stand in regard to 
clearance. (File No. 1750.79.) 

Judgment reserved. Board to visit the locus. 

5003. Application of the Calgary Board of Trade for an Order directing the 
€onstruction of a spur on the Canadian Pacific Railway at Nightingale, Alberta, to 


connect the Canadian Pacific Railway lines with the Canadian Northern Railway 


lines for the interchange of traffic. (File No. 21181.) 

Application dismissed, 

5004. Application of Walfred Hornstrom, of Calgary, Alta., under Section 233, 
for an Order to determine compensation to be paid by the G.T.P. Branch Lines 
Company for damage to his property by raising of the level of the street in front of 
his property on Argyle Ave., or 8th Avenue East, in the city of Calgary, Alberta. 
(File No. 10821.96.) 

Judgment reserved. 

- 5005. Application of Rebecca Waters and John Cornfoot, of Calgary, Alberta, 
under Section 235, for an Order to determine the amount of compensation to be paid 
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by the G.T.P. Branch Lines Company for damage to their property by the raising of 
the level of Argyle Avenue or 8th Street East, in the City of ine Alberta. (File 
No. 10821.97.) - 

Judgment reserved. 

5006. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for authority to 
open for the carriage of traffic bridge at mile 0.7 Red Deer Subdivision (9th Avenue 
Subway) Calgary, Alberta, and application of the City of Calgary, Alberta, relative — 
to material to be used for paving the subway at this point. (File No. 18228.) 

Order made dismissing the application. See Order No. 22804. . 

5007. Application of the Calgary & Fernie Railway Company for an Order author- . 
izing it to construct a line of railway from a point in Lot 8493 in Kananaskis Pass, — 
thence running in a southerly direction to a point in Lot 4135, being from Mileage ~ 
0 to 68. (File No. 24165.) 

Order made granting the application subject to conditions set forth in the Order, — 
See Order 22172. . 

5008. Complaint of A. Low, of Calgary, that the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company refuses him the privilege of chartering a train for a Sunday School ~ 
excursion to Banff. (File No. 24805.) . 

Application dismissed. > 

5009. Consideration of the matter of requiring the Grand Trunk Pacifie Railway 
Company, the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and the Canadian Northern Rail-— 
way Company to establish interchange tracks between their respective railways in tne 
city of Calgary, Alberta. (File No. 10821.95.) . 

Stands, the city of Calgary to put in written submissions and the railway com- 


7 
| 
panies to endeavour to reach a settlement. | 


5010. Application of the Railway Commission of Montana that Great Northern ~ 
Railway trains Nos. 251 and 252, Michel Branch, run through to Kalishell, Montana, 
and connect at Rexford with main line trains Nos. 2 and 3. (File No. 23238.) 

No Order necessary. 

5011. Application on behalf of the town of Strathmore, Alta., for an Order 
requiring the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to stop trains Nos. 13 and 14 at 
Strathmore. (File No. 24635.) 

Board decided that it would not be justified in ordering an increased service 
under present conditions. Complainants at liberty to renew their application again 
if traffic conditions should warrant it. 

5012. Re O.N.R. and C.P.R. interchange tracks at the premises of the Canad 
Cement Company, Calgary, Alberta. 

Order made in accordance with the joint recommendation of the Board’s Asst. 
Engineer and Chief Operating Officer with the exception that the first reeommendatio 
be changed to make the centre thirteen feet instead of fourteen feet. 

5018. Application of the Board of Trade, Stettler, Alta., for an Order directin 
the C.P.R., C.N.R. Companies to provide a suitable transfer track connecting thei 
railways, pursuant to the Board’s Order No. 15084, dated 11th Sept., 1911. (Fil 
No. 15800.) 

Order made granting the application. 

5014. Application of the Rural Municipality of Mountain View, No. 310, to, ope 
railway across the North and South road west of North West 19-31-1-5, and to clo 
crossing on the east and west road north of North East 26-33-2-5. (File No. 21068. 

Order made granting the application. 

5015. Application by G.T.P. Ry. Co., under sections 222 and 237 of the Railw. 
Act, for an order authorizing the construction, maintenance and operation of 
spurs for the Ferintosh Gravel Co., Ltd., and Inglis MacDonald and Thom. (Fi 
No. 22372.17.) ; 

Order made granting the application. See Order 22146. 


erred or 
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5016. Application of the city of Calgary and the Western GCooperage Co. under 
section 226 for an order directing the C.P.R. Co. to construct a spur to an industrial 
site Nose Creek, Calgary. (File No. 22398-16.) 

Order made granting the application subject to a ant set forth in the order. 
See Order 22258. 

5017. Application by the G.T.P. Ry. Oo. for revision«of order relative to station 
facilities between Tofield and Deville, Alta. (File No. 19275 

Order made amending Order No. 21937 by dispensing ae construction of stock 
pen. 

5018. Application by the Atlas Lumber Co. and others for a direction fixing an’ 
earlier date for the reduction in freight rates on coal which is to be effective Septem- 
ber 1, 1914. (File No. 18755-17.) 

Board decided that all that was required is that the coal in question shall be 
shipped after July 1 and not used but held in storage until September 1, 1914. 

5019. Application by the C.N.R. for approval of two temporary spurs to serve the 
contractors on erection of government terminal elevator at Calgary. (File No. 
22398-15.) j 

Order made on consent granting the application. 

5020. Application of the city of Calgary to vary order of the board No. 15308 
under section 227 of the Railway Act. (File No. 15489.) 

Order made authorizing C.P.R. to operate its trains over the crossing without 


- being first brought to a stop. See Order No. 22908. 


5021. Application of the city of Medicine Hat, Alberta, for the rescission of 
Order No. 19624, dated July 11, 1918, authorizing the construction of subway where 
the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company cross (Esplanade) River street, 
Medicine Hat, and for an order authorizing the construction of a subway where the 
tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway, Company cross Toronto street in the city of 
Medicine Hat, Alberta. (File No. 21979.) 

Judgment reserved. 

5022. Application of the Canadian Northern Western Railway Company, under 
section 287, for authority to construct its line of railway across the main line of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company im the city of Medicine Hat, Alberta. (File No. 
93356.) Lidia ok 

Order made granting the application. 

5023. Application of the Medicine Hat Southern Railway Company under section 
227, for leave to cross the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s line of railway (over- 
head crossing) between S.E. i, sec. 35, twp. 11, range 6, W. 4 M., Alberta. (File No. 
24084.) 

Order made granting the application. See Order No. 22858. 

5024. Application of the Maple Leaf Milling Co., Medicine Hat, regarding local 


5 switching rates on brick. (File No. 24506.) 


5-2 


nh 


Application withdrawn. 

5025. Application of the municipal corporation of the city of Medicine Hat for 
an order under sections of the Railway Act giving liberty to the C.P.R. Co. to oper- 
ate one or more passenger trains on the railway known as the Ansley Spur from a 
point at the Junction of the C.P.R. Co. in the city of Medicine Hat to a point lying 


_ at or near the Exhibition Grounds in the city of Medicine Hat on Hee 1st day of July, 


1914. (File No. 22576.) 

No action taken. Referred to board’s engineer for a report. 

5026. Application for a spur from the C.P.R. to the Maple Leaf Milling Co’s. 
plant in Medicine Hat. (File No. 22397-6.) 

Order made granting the application. 

5027. In the matter of applications under subsection (¢) of the Board’s General 
Order No. 65. (File No. 1750-18.) 

The matter referred to the Board’s Operating Officer to report. 
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5028. Application by the Canadian Pacific Railway to have Order No. 21821 varied 
by requiring the municipality to do the grading and to have the apportionment of the 
cost decided by the Board before the work is done. (File No. 8262-50.) 

Order made directing the O.P.R. Co. at its own expense to acquire the land neces- 
sary for the diversion involved in the construction of the roadway required under 
Order No. 21821. See Order No. 22468. 

5029. Application of the Grand Trunk Pacific Branch Lines Company under See- 
tion 258 for approval of station site and station at Lawson, mile 58, on its Moosejaw 
Northwest Branch, in Section 9-22-5, W. 3 M., Sask. .(File No. 24118.) 

Order made approving the location of the applicant companies station at Lawson. 
See Order No. 22118. 

5030. Application of the village of Vibank, Sask., for an order directing the Cana- 
dian Raitway Company to construct a permanent crossing on its line of railway at a 
point where a temporary crossing has been established in the village of Vibank, Sask. 
(File No. 2494.5.) 

No order made. Company undertakes to have the road surveyed and the munici- 
pality to do the work at its own expense. 

5031. Consideration of the matter of the first crossing over the Canadian Pacific 
Railway east of Herbert, Sask., and the present layout of the tracks at that point. 
(File No. 9437-978.) 

Board directed that Order No. 19500 should stand until the building occupied by 
the Atlas Coal Co. is removed and the clearance post moved west 100 feet from the 
point where it now stands. 

5032. Application of James Carr, Lakeview farm, Viceroy, Sask., for an order 
directing the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to construct a ee crossing on 
his property in the S.E. } section 16-6-26, W. 2 M., Sask. (File No. 22131.) 

Board decided that no Order was necessary and that no further action need be 
taken in regard to this matter. : 

5033. Application of the Board of Trade of Forward, Sask., for a re-consideration 
of clause 1 of Order of the board No. 21560, dated March 26, 1914, relative to the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s station at that point. (File No. 6713-28.) 

Application to furnish freight, passenger and telegraph service refused, the rail- 
Way company undertaking to complete the spur ordered by Order 21560 within three 
weeks from June 24, 1914. 

5034, Application of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company for re-considera- 
tion of Order of the Board No, 21858, dated May 22, 1914, relative to the application 
of the rural municipality of Caron No. 162, Sask., for an order directing the G.T.P. 
Ry. to reconstruct the highway crossings east and Bess of section 9, township 18, range 
28, west of the second meridian, Sask. (File No. 16305-4.) 

The question of construction of a crossing at the point in question, mile 8-5, to be 
taken up by the railway company with the Board of Highway Commissioners tor Sas- 
katchewan. Board to be advised of result. 

9035. Complaint of the Board of Trade of Nevi'le, Sask., relative to the train and 
mail service at that point on the Swift Current southeasterly branch of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company. (File No. 17157-18.) 

Board decided that no order should issue for increased service at the present time 
as the Board felt thht is would not be justified under present conditions in issuing an 
order. 

5036, gan of the Board of Trade of Fort Qu’Appelle, Sask., relative to 
alleged lack of proper p'atform and freight shed accommodation at that point on the 
line of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company. (File No. 22349.) 

No order -necessary, the company stating that the freight shed accommodations 
have been given and the p'atform repaired. 
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5037. Complaint of the Board of Trade and city of Moosejaw, Sask, relative to 
delay by the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company in completing its line to Moose- 
jaw, and the erection of station there. (ile No. 10863-62.) 

No order necessary. Board’s engineer to ascertain whether the layout is dangerous 
or not. 

5088. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company under sections 159 
and 237, for an order approving location of its Asquith to Conquest branch from a 
point on Pheasant Hills branch near Asquith for 41-62 miles to a’point near Conquest 
on the Moosejaw northwesterly branch, and for an order authorizing the applicant 
company to construct across highways mile 0 to 41-62. (File No. 18031-1.) 

Board decided that the railway was not to be bui't along highway, the C.P.R. to 
file plans showing new location. 

5039. Petition of the Saskatchewan Grain Growers’ Association, Keddleston branch, 
of Keddleston, Sask., for an order directing the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
to appoint a station agent at Keddleston, Sask. (File No. 21765.) | 

The company stated that an agent had been appointed, the board therefore made 
no Order in this matter. 

5040. Application of the Helendale Gravel Company, Ltd., to use a spur track on 
the Canadian Northern Railway about 30 miles north of Regina, Sask. (File No. 

22370.2.) 

; Order made granting the application. See Order 23170. 

5041. Application of the city of Regina, Sask., for authority to proceed with 
the closing of Hamilton street where it crosses the C.P.R. in the city of Regina, in 
pursuance of the terms of Order of the Board No. 12801, and the construction of an 
overhead foot-bridge at this point. (File No. 999-1.) 

Board decided no Order was necessary. 

5042. Application of the Board of Trade of Regina, Sask., for a re-opening of 
the matter of the collection and delivery limits of the express companies in the city of 
Regina, Sask., as set forth by Order of the Board No. 21629, dated April 11, 1914. 
(File No. 4214-106.) 

Order made that until further Order of the Board the tolls of the Express 
Companies shall include the collection and delivery of express freight in that portion 
of the city of Regina as set out in the order; also rescinding Orders of the board 
Nos. 14906, 21629. See Order 22374. 

5043. Application of the Board of Trade of Swift Current, Sask., for an Order 
directing the Dominion Express Company to increase the area of the district served 
by them in the town of Swift Current, Sask. (File No. 4214-310.) 4 

Order made extending delivery limits as set out in the Order. 

5044. Application of the Board of Trade of Lawson, Sask., for an Order directing 
the Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk Pacific Companies to install a transfer track 
between their respective railways in the city of Moosejaw, Sask. (File No. 6713-68.) 

Application dismissed. 

5045. Application of the Board of Trade of Verwood, Sask., for a highway 
crossing over the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway. (File No. 21476.) 

Order made upon the terms agreed to by the parties interested. 

5046. Application of the town of Broadview, Sask., for an Order directing the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company to provide and maintain proper drainage facili- 
ties for their shops, bunk houses, and works generally at Broadview. 

Matter stands, the applicants to give in writing sections of the Act under which 
the Board can deal with this application. 

5047. Application of the rural municipality of Sherwood, No. 159. (File No. 
24495.) 

No action taken. 
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5048. Application of the Vera Trading Company for an Order requiring the 
Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to construct a station at Vera. (File No. 
24574.) 

No Order necessary, the Company agreed to erect a standard shelter station 
building and a platform. 

5049. Application of the rural municipality of Morris No. 312, for an Order 
directing the G.T.P. Ry. Co. to build a crossing across the main line of its 
railway about half way between miles 117 and 118 just west of the townsite of Zelma, 
and on the centre line running north and south through section 21, township 33, 
range 28, west-of 2nd Meridian, Sask. (File No. 10795.66.) 

Board granted permission to municipality to use the present temporary crossing 
until board’s engineer makes a report as to whether a temporary crossing should be 
put in or not. 

5050. Application of James McKay, M.P., for an Order directing the G.T.P. Co. 
to place a siding where its main line running into Prince Albert crosses the South 
Saskatchewan river at St. Louis. (File No. 17913.) 

Order made in accordance with report of operating officer and assistant engineer. 

5051. Application of the municipality of Viscount No. 341, Sask., for a pipe 
crossing under the tracks of the O.P.R., Pheasant Hills branch, section 29-34-26, 
W. 2 M. and for an Order requiring the railway company to put its right of way in 
such shape as will allow farmers to deliver their grain at the elevators situated on the 
switch in the said village. (File No. 965.17 and File No. 965.18.) 

Order made directing the O.P.R. Co. to deepen the partially constructed ditch 
through the station grounds at Viscount to a depth of two feet and do certain 
other work as set out in the Order, work to be completed by Sept. 1, 1914. See 
Order No. 22075. 

5052. Application of the G.T.P. Ry. Co. to be relieved from complying with Order 
No. 21658 (Zelma). (File Ne. 17605.) 

Order made that railway company install an agent at Zelma, G.I.P. Co. to be 
treated as having now made an application for leave to discontinue on the ground 
that the returns only justify the employment of an agent during the shipping season, 
on which appeal judgment is reserved. 

5053. Complaint made by the Board of Trade of Belle Plaine, Pense and Grand 
Coulee that trains Nos. 61 and 62 of the O.P.R. under the new time table taking 
effect May 28, 1914, no longer stop at any of these stations. we No. 24479.) 

Application refused. 

5054. Application of the Board of Trade of Rendon Manitoba, for an order 
directing the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company and the Canadian Northern 
Railway Company to establish joint terminals in the City of Brandon, Manitoba. 
(File No. 18030.) 

Judgment reserved, Board to visit the locus. 

5055. Application of the Manitoba Engines, Limited, for a commodity rate on 
pig iron from Port Arthur and Fort William to Brandon, in proportion to the rate 
prescribed in the judgment in the Western Rates Case to apply from the same points 
to Winnipeg, Man. (File No. 18755-12.) 

No action necessary, the matter being covered by the judgment of the board in 
the Western Rates Case. 

5056. Petition of the Grain Growers’ Association of Storthosks and Nottingham, 
Sask., re train service on the Griffin branch (Lauder Extension) of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway. (File No. 3693-8.) $ 

No order necessary, complainant to take the matter up with the railway com- 
panies affected. 

5057. Application of the Carnduff Board of Trade and the residents of the 
villages adjacent to Frobisher, Sask., for an order directing that a transfer switch 
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be constructed between the Grand Trunk Pacifie Railway and the Canadian Pacific 
Railway at Frobisher, Sask. 

. Order to go for transfer track unless the railway companies show cause to the 
contrary within ten days. 

5058. Application of the Brandon Board of Trade regarding train service in and 
out of the city over the Canadian Pacific, the Canadian Northern and the Great 
Northern Railways. (File No. 24464.) 

Application withdrawn. 

5059. Application of the Middle West Federated Boards of Trade in conjunction 
with the Brandon Board of Trade as follows: 

1. For a reduction in freight rates on coal from Fort William to Brandon and 
points in the district. 

2. For a special commodity rate on news print from Ottawa, to Brandon. 

3. For a special commodity rate on pig iron from Fort William or Port Arthur 
to Brandon. 

4. For a transfer track connecting the tracks of the Canadian Pacific and the 
Canadian Northern railways at Deloraine, Man. 

5. That the railway crossings in the town of Boissevain and in the rural muni- 
cipality of Morton be put into better condition and cattle guards re-constructed so ag 
to afford more protection to live stock. (File No. 24465.) 

Board decided that no order was necessary in respect to the various matters 
covered by the application. ~ , 

5060. Complaint of the Grain Growers’ Association of Harmsworth, Sask.,_ 
against the Canadian Pacific Railway Company regarding station facilities on the 
Virden-McAuley subdivision. 

No order necessary. 

5061. Petition of the residents of Ethelbert, Man., and district with reference to 
the inconvenient and dangerous position of the Canadian Northern Railway station. 

Referred to boards operating officer to take up with the railway company and 
report as to whether a satisfactory arrangement has been made. 

5062. Re loading platform at Boissevain, Man. (File No. 24572.) 

No action necessary, the complainants having arranged to take the matter up 
direct with the railway company. / 

5063. Complaint of Richard Euler, of Waldhof, Ontario, relative to train service 
on the Ignace subdivision of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. (Tile No. 
23922.) 

No order necessary. Improved service having been put into effect by the railway 
company. 

5064. Application of the Public Utilities Commission of Manitoba for an order 
permitting and defining the terms of certain proposed work upon or- under the rail- 
way tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company where they cross Portage ave. 


through lot 44 of the parish of St. James that is to say: (a) For the widening of the 


present passage or subway now under the said Canadian Pacific Railway Company, 
and now used by the Winnipeg Electric Railway Co., so as to permit of the construc- 
tion of two street railway tracks therein, or (b) For the construction of a permanent 
subway for all traffic across the said O.P.R. (File 386.) ; 
No further action necessary, pending the decision to be given by the Public Utili- 

ties Commission of Manitoba. aes 

BOGS. Application of the Manitoba Sand and Gravel Company, of Winnipeg, 
Manitoba, under sections 315 and 323, for an order directing the Grand Trunk Pacifie 
Railway Company to amend its Special Freight Tariff C.R.C. No. 279, dated Novem- 
ber 21, 1912, as to item 10 on page 5, so as to provide an equitable rate on sand and 
gravel from Vivian station, Manitoba, to the city of Winnipeg, Manitoba. (Tile No. 
5782-10.) 


Order made dismissing the application. 
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5066. Consideration of the matter of construction of the subway at the crossing 
of the C.P.R. Co. at Salter street, Winnipeg, Man. (File No. 3084.) 

Application granted, detailed plans to be fited by the City of Winnipeg, the cost of 
the work to be borne by the city. 

5067. Application of the C.P.R. Co. under Sections 232 and 237 for authority to 
construct a spur for the V. D. Robinson & Sons, Ltd., in Parish Lot 37, St. John, city 
of Winnipeg, Man. Adjourned hearing. (File No, 22319-9.) : 

Stands to await the findings of Judge Robson upon the matter submitted to him. 

5068, Re Winnipeg strect railway crossing, crossing the Selkirk branch of the 
Canadian Pacifie Railway on the Selkirk avenue and McPhillips street, Winnipeg, 
Man., authorized by Order No. 15449, dated September 15, 1911, and crossing of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway spur of the Winnipeg Industrial Exhibition along side the 
Winnipeg Beach branch at Selkirk avenue, Winnipeg, authorized by Order No. 21287, 
dated January 29, 1914. Adjourned hearing. 

Struck off the list. 

5069. Complaint of James Auld, of Winnipeg, Manitoba, relative to train service 
of the Canadian: Pacific Railway Company between Winnipeg and Lac du Bonnet, 
Man. (File No. 24802.) 

No action taken, pending the filing of any further submissions the complainant 
may desire to make in the matter. 

5070. Application of the David Bowman Coal-and Supply Co., Ltd., for an order 
authorizing the construction of a spur to connect with the Canadian Northern Rail- 
way ata point north of Oak Point, Man., thence eastwardly to the southwest quarter 
of section 18, range 4, west, to serve the applicant’s company’s lime kilns and quarries. 
(File No. 22370-65.) 

Order made granting the application. 

5071. Applieation of the rural municipality of Fort Garry, Manitoba, for an order 
directing the Canadian Northern Railway Company to provide a proper and suitable 
subway under its tracks where it crosses Pembina Highway, Winnipeg, Man. Ad- 
journed hearing. (File No, 20311-1.) 

Order made dismissing the app’ication. 

5072. Application of the Winnipeg Sandstone Brick Company, Ltd., for approval 
of spur crossing Pembina street, from C.N.R. siding on east side of the railway work- 
shops to the Winnipeg Sandstone Brick Company, Ltd., on the opposite side of Pem- 
bina street. ; 

The Blackwoods, Limited, and any other persons interested to show cause why the 
Blackwoods, Limited, spur should not be extended southerly to the premises of the 
Winnipeg Sandstone Brick Company. (Adjourned hearing.) (File No. 22484.) 

Judgment reserved. 

5073. Application of the city of Winnipeg, Manitoba, for a right of way (a wagon 
road) in the form of an overhead bridge or a subway across the new railroad yard ot 
the C.P.R. Co., in connection with the Winnipeg transmission line, Kildonan, Man. 
(Adjourned hearing.) (File No. 1487-5.) 

No order necessary. 

5074. Application of the.city of Winnipeg, Man., for an order directing the C.P. 
R. Co., to take up and remove from and off Selkirk avenue in the city of Winnipeg, 
Man., spur track which connects the Selkirk branch of the C.P.R. jmmediately north 
of Selkirk avenue aforesaid, and to connect said spur with the said Selkirk line of 
the C.P.R. south of Selkirk avenue. (Adjourned hearing.) (File No. 23122.) 

Stands to await findings of Judge Robson upon the matter submitted to him. 

5075. Application of the rural municipality of St. Andrews, Man., for an order 
directing the C.P.R. Co., to construct and maintain crossings over its tracks on lots 74 
and 78, and for an order forbidding the company from removing or discontinuing the 
use as a station of its Vietoria Park station on the Winnipeg Beach branch. 
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Order made authorizing the construction of the crossings at the expense of the 
municipality. As to the station at Victoria Park, the Board’s inspector to report 
upon the matter. 

5076. Application of E. ©. Unger, for the extension of express collection and 
delivery limit of the express companies in Winnipeg so as to include Sherburn street 
to No. 638. (File 4214-145.) 

Order made that until further ordered by the Board the tolls of the express com- 
panies operating in the city of Winnipeg shall include the collection and delivery 
of express freight in all thoroughfares reasonably passable for express wagons in that 
portion of the city of Winnipeg specifically set out in the order. Order No. 18413, 
dated December 31, 1912, rescinded. See order No. 22246. 

5077. Consideration of the matter of the request of the city of Winnipeg, Man., 
for the consideration of a subway at Talbot ave., Winnipeg, where it is crossed by 
the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. (Adjourned hearing.) (File 
No. 9487-279.) 

Order made directing the city to construct a subway at its own expense, if it 
desires to do so. City to advise the Board whether it intends to avail itself of the 
alternative referred to in the oral judgment of the Chief Commissioner. 

5078. Application of.the Tuxedo Park Co,, Ltd., The Canada Cement Co. Ltd., 
and South Winnipeg, Limited, for an order directing the G.T.P. Ry. Co. to receive, 
forward and deliver upon and from the existing spur now serving the property of the 
applicants. “(File No. 15772.) 

Judgment reserved. Board’s assistant engineer to take the matter up with the 
interlocker engineer and report to the Board. ; 

~ 5079. Petition of the residents of the village of Lac-.du Bonnet, Manitoba, that 
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company be directed to build a platform at a point 
opposite the village and have the local train stop night and morning. (File No. 29348.) 

Application refused. 

5080. Petition of the Grain Growers’ Association of Storthoaks and Nottingham, 
Sask., re train service on the Griffin branch (Lauder extension) C.P.R. (File No. 
3693-8.) 4 

No action taken, C.P.R. Co. agreeing to put into effect on Septembér 27, 1914, 
new timetable which will give two trains per day over the entire branch. 

5081. Applications on behalf of the town of Winnipeg Beach and the rural muni- 
cipality of Saint Andrews for an order directing the Canadian Pacifie Railway Com- 
pany to restore the daily train service on its Winnipeg Beach branch and to discon- 


tinue the tri-weekly service of trains recently put into force. 
Ne 


No order necessary, parties having arranged matters between themselves. 
5082. Consideration of the question whether, in assessing demurrage, the free 


: ; : . 
‘time allowance for placement, customs entry, and unloading, under rule 2 of the Car 


Service Rules, should be combined or treated separately. (Application for inter- 
pretation by J. H. Ashdown Hardware Company, Winnipeg, and Canadian Freight 
Association, Winnipeg.) (File No. 1700-8.) 

Application withdrawn. ‘ 

5083. Application of the city of St. Boniface, Man., for the extension of express 
collection and delivery limits fixed by Order No. 19849, dated May 30, 1913. (File 


“No. 4214-159.) 


Order made granting the application and rescinding Order No. 19849. See Order 
No. 22231. 

5084. Application of the city of Winnipeg, Manitoba, for the extension of the 
express collection and delivery limits in the Sixth Ward of the said city. 

Board directs order to go in accordance with Inspector Shinnick’s report. 

5085, Application of the Canadian O11 Companies, Limited, for an order author- 
izing the construction of a proposed spur from the line of the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
Way across Gordon ave. to the property of the Canadian Oil Companies, Limited, in 


the city of Winnipeg. 
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Order made granting the application provided the city is satisfied with the cross- 
ing over the street. Railway company to submit an estimate of the cost of the spur 
and the applicant company to be allowed a rebate of $2 per car. 

Application refused. 

5086. Application of the O.P.R. Co. for an order repealing Order No. 20808 dated 
January 7, 1914, and reinstating Order No. 20808 dated November 30, 1913. (File 
No. 28255.) i : 

Order made refusing the application. See Order No. 22112. 

5087. Application of the city of Winnipeg for an order requiring the C.P.R., the 
O.N.R., and the G.T.P. railway companies and the Great Northwest Telegraph Co. 
to remove from all the streets within a stated area all their poles, cables and wires 
and to place the same underground. (File No. 24557.) 

No action taken. Matter to be taken up by the city of Winnipeg with the rail- 
way companies. 

5088. Application of the city of Winnipeg for an order requiring the C.P.R. 
Company to construct a spur track from the main line of the C.P.R. (Nelson cut-off) 
to serve the applicant’s gravel pit on the south half of the northeast quarter of section 
5, township 12, range 5 E. (File No. 22370-33.) 

Order made granting the application. 

5089. Application of the rural municipality of Springfield, Man., for an order 
directing the removal of the spur track maintained by the Birds Hill Sand Co., over 
part of the road allowance between sections 23 and 24, and 25 and 26, 11-4 east and 
requiring restoration of the road allowance to*the condition it was before the spur 
track was put in, or for terms and conditions of the continued user to be fixed by the 
Board. (File No. 5680. Case No. 2808.) 

Referred to the Board’s engineer to inspect and report as to the ditches, drainage, 
culverts and grade of the highways, the Bird’s Hill Sand Co., Ltd., undertaking to 
have these put in proper condition. 

5090. Application of the C.P.R. re proposed industrial tracks of the Winnipeg 
Paint and Glass Co. (File No. 22316-17.) 

Supplemented order made authorizing construction of spur from the main spur. 

5091. Application of the C.N.R. on behalf of the Builders’ Supply Co., for an 
order under sections 222 and 237 of the Railway Act for an order to construct a spur 
through sections 12, 11 and 2, township 15, range 3, W.P. 11, mile 0 to 11-1.25. (File © 
No. 22370.74.) 

Order made granting the application. See Order No. 22242. 

5092. Application of the Winnipeg River Co. to make connection on lot 26, mile 
6, of the C.P.R. (Lac du Bonnet branch), for a spur out to the gravel pit of the ‘Winni- 
peg River Railway Company. (File No. 6713-77.) 

A formal application to be filed by the applicant company and plans to be sub- — 
mitted to the Board’s engineer when, if satisfactory, an order will issue under section 
226 of the Act. 

5093. Application of the O.N.R. to remove the connection between the C.P.R. 
and the railway of the Winnipeg joint terminals at Higgins avenue in the city of 
Winnipeg. (File No. 23015.) : 

Order made refusing the application, the Sawyer-Massey Co., Ltd., the Dysen © 
Co., Ltd., the J. H. Ashdown Hardware Co., Ltd., the Wilkinson-Kompass, Ltd., to ; 
continue to have switching from the C.P.R. Co. See Order 23177. i 

5094. Application of the municipality of the township of Oliver, Ontario, for an — 
order directing the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to provide a crossing over its Jj 
line of railway at the main road between lots 4 and 5, township of Oliver, Ontario. — 
(File No. 23569.) 

Order made directing the railway company to provide a crossing, the cost to be 
borne one-half by the railway company and one-half by the municipality. 
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5095. Complaint of the township of Oliver, Ontario, relative to alleged inadequate 


_ train service furnished by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company at Murillo, Ontario. 


rar 


(File No. 5638.) 
Order made directing the O.P.R. Co. to stop its train No. 8 on flag signal at 
Murillo station, the company to be at liberty to cancel the present arrangement of 
stopping trains 7 and 11 at said station. See Order 22457, 
5096. Application of the municipality of Neebing, district of Thunder Bay, 
Ontario, for an order opening up the proceedings which may have been taken by the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company in connection with the construction by the rail- 


_way company, of highway crossing across the 20th side line, township of Neebing, 


Ontario. (File No. 24233.) 


No order necessary, the ailway company undertaking to do the necessary work 
at once. . 

5097. Complaint of the city of Fort William, Ont., and property owners, relative 
to the condition of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway on Empire avenue, Fort William, 


_ Ontario. (File No. 22435.) 


Order made that the speed of all trains operated by the railway company along 


Empire avenue in the city of Fort William be limited to a rate not exceeding six miles 


‘an hour. See order 22660. 

5098. Application of the city of Fort W illiam, Ont., et al, under sections 226 and 
227, for an Order directing the O.P.R. to provide a spur from its main line in the 
city of Fort William along Neebing avenue, crossing the O.N.R. at grade, and street 
railway and highway at Montreal street, so as to connect with spur to the industries 
of the applicants; also for an Order allowing the spur to be constructed across the 
G.T.P. Ry. branch line on Montreal street. 

(Note.)' Board will consider representations of parties interested as to payment 
of additional cost in connection with construction of this spur. (File No. 19669, 
part 2.) 

Parties to come together and arrange the matter and to write the board. 

5099. Application of the city of Fort William, Ont., under sections 227, 235 and 
243, for an Order permitting the city to cross the tracks of the CPR ONE and 
G.T.P. Rys. with its street railway where such tracks cross Heath street and 
Montreal street in the eity of Fort William, Ontario, and for an Order repealing 
or amending Order No. 11330 and for an Order to compel the said railway companies 


to provide protection at all of the highway crossings of said railways aforesaid on 


Heath street and Montreal street and in each case to proportion the costs of construc- 
tion and maintenance thereof among the interested parties. . (File No. 22479.) 

Stands until the city requests it to be brought on again. 

5100. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company under section 29 
for an Order :-— 

(a) Amending Order No: 18457, dated December 80th, 1912, and issued 
on the application of the applicant company for authority to construct four 
extra tracks across May and Ridgeway streets in the eity of Fort William, 
Ontario, by striking out paragraph 3 of the said Order and making other pro- 
visions for the fixing of the compensation, if any, which may be possible to 
the owner of the lot 32, and 


| f (6) Reseinding Order No. 20917, dated November 29, 1918, and issued in 


connection with the same matter. (File No. 20538.) 
No Order made, the matter having been settled between the parties. 
_ 9101. Complaint of the city of Fort William, Ont., that the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company have taken up the tracks of the street railway where it is crossed 
oy the spur authorized to be constructed by the O.P.R. to the premises of the Starch 
Norks at 6th street, Fort William, Ontario. (File No. 22317-11.) 
“Struck off list. 
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5102. Application of the city of Port Arthur, Ont., for a re-hearing of the applica- 
tion of the Canadian Northern Railway Company for approval of its location through 
the city of Port Arthur, Ontario. (Adjourned hearing.) (File No. 9188-26.) 

No further tracks are to be allowed to be laid and no Order approving tracks to 
be made by the board until full notice has been given to the city of Port Arthur 
and cognizance must be taken of the agreement of March 138, 1914. 

5103. Application of the Canadian Northern Railway Company, under sections — 
929, 228 and 237, for: authority to build a spur at Fort William, near Arthur street | 
crossing, across lot 3, con. 3, twp. of Neebing, and along a lane between Arthur and_ 
Sills streets to west limit of property of St. Joseph school, a distance of 1,785 feet, 
crossing Arthur, Brunswick and Selkirk streets. f 

(Note.) The board will consider the matter of compensation for lands of the 
late Mrs. Sills across which the spur track has been constructed. (File 16351.) 

Application dismissed. 

5104. Application of the G.T.P. Railway Company, under sections 222, 237 and 
257, for authority to construct a double track branch line or spur turning out from_ 
its line on Empire avenue, northerly along private right of way, formerly James 
street to William street, thence easterly to Thunder Bay, Fort William, Ontario, 
(Adjourned hearing.) (File No. 22317-1.) ; 

Order made allowing G.T.P. Ry. to get to the government elevator as directed in 
the judgment of the Chief Commissioner. + 

5105. Application of the Grand Trunk Pacifie Railway Company, under section 
927, for an Order authorizing the construction of its proposed spur in William street, 
Fort William, Ontario, across the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway. (File Nos 
22317.2), 

Application dismissed without prejudice to the applicant company to renew at 
any time. , 

5106. Application of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company, under section 
237, for an Order atithorizing the construction of its proposed spur in William cre 
Fort William, Ontario, across the Port Arthur & Fort William Electrie Railway. 
(File No. 22317.3.) ; 

Application dismissed without prejudice to the applicant company to renew at 
any time. “ 

5107. Application of the.G.T.P. Ry. under section 227, for authority to construct 
a spur on William street, Fort William, Ontario, across the line of the Canadian 
Northern Railway Company. (Tile No. 22317-4.) % 
Application dismissed without prejudice to the applicant company to renew at any 
time. * 

5108. Consideration of the resolution of the ratepayers of the city of Fort William 
Ontario, in regard to the proposed location of the C.N.O. Railway Company’s stati 
‘n Fort William; the question of protection at line crossings; and of the discontit 
uance of the main line traffic on the loop line. (File No. 5791.) 

Judgment reserved, the board to visit the locus. 

5109. Consideration of the matter of right of way over the Canadian Pacific rail 
way and other railways to cross the Canadian Northern railway property at Port Arthui 
to connect with government elevator, also connection with the Canadian Northern ra 
way at that point. (File No. 21826.) 

Application dismissed without prejudice to the applicant company to renew 
application at any time. 

5110. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company under section 29 
an Order varying Order No, 18457 dated 30th December, 1912, by substituting the 
lowing description of the lands to be conveyed by the applicant company to the aity 
Fort William for the description contained in paragraph one of said Order. 

All and singular that certain parcel or tract of land situate and lying wi 
the city of Fort William, township of Neebing, province of Ontario, and be 
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a part of lot (31), fronting on May street, according to plan of subdivision of 
part of McKellar farm, registered in the registry office for the district of Thun- 
der Bay, as plan No. 93, which parcel may be more particularly described as 
follows :— : 

Commencing at the northeast corner of said lot 31 thence south along the 
east boundary of said lot, a distance of fifty-six feet and four-tenths of a foot 
(56’4),thence south thirty-nine degrees and no minutes (S. 39°00’ W.) a distance 
of twenty-seven feet and eighty-three-hundredths of a foot (27’ 83), to the south 
boundary of said lot 31, thence south eighty-nine degrees and fifty-five minutes 
wést (S. 89° 55’ W.), a distance of eighty-two feet and four-tenths of a foot 
(82’ 4) to an iron pipe marking the southwest corner of said lot 31, thence north 
fifty-one degrees and fifty-seven minutes east (N. 51° 57’ E.), a distance of one 
hundred and twenty-six feet and eighty-five-hundredths of a foot (126-85’) to 
the point of beginning. 

Said parcel containing by admeasurement eighty-five-thousandths of an 
acre (0-085 acres), be it more or less. (File No. 20588.) 

No Order made, the matter having been settled between the parties. 

_ 5111. Re road crossing between concessions 15 and 16, twp. of Neebing where it. 
erosses the C.P.R. Co.’s line. (File No. 24652.) 

Board decided that if there has been any interference with the road by the C.P.R., 
the company is to be required to put it right without delay. 

5112. Re re-arrangement of spur track connecting with the C.N.R. across Franklin 
street and to place the same across Mark street, Fort William. (File No. 24576.) 

Order made granting the application. See Order No. 22293. 

5118. Application of Joseph and Arthur Brunet, of Chelmsford, Ontario, for a 
reduction in the rate on hay, carloads, from Chelmsford to Fort William and Port 
Arthur, Ontario. (File No. 23704.) 

No action taken. Matter stands for such written submissions as the applicants 
may desire to file with the board. 

5114. Application of the municipal council of the town of Sudbury, Ontario, for 
an Order directing the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to install some system of 
protection on main line crossing Elm street, Sudbury, Ont. (File No. 9437-1066.) 

Board decided that no order should be made until the Electric Railway Company 
filed at once application for leave to cross the O.P.R. Company’s tracks at points 
designated. 

5115. Application of the Canadian Retail Coal Association for a rate of 60 cents 
per ton on coal, carloads, from Buffalo, Black Rock or Suspension Bridge to York, Ont. 
(File No. 463-2.) 

Order made that the tariffs of G.T.R. applicable on coal in carloads from Niagara 

frontier gateways and from Detroit be amended go as to apply to York, Ont., the rates 
shown therein as applying to Toronto. Amendments to take effect not-later than Sept. 
1, 1914. See Order No. 22220. 
_ 5116. Complaint of the village of Fergus, Ontario, against the increased charge 
for switching cars made by the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada to and from 
the Industrial spur of branch line in the village of Fergus, Ontario. (File No. 
24300.) 

Order made that the notice cancelling the exception of the interswitching service 
between the G.T.R. sidings at Fergus and the C.P.R. Co. from the operation of the 
general Interswitching Order of the Board No. 4988 be disallowed and that the toll of 
$3 per car be restored by July 20, 1914. See Order No. 22189. 

5117. Complaint of William Pinkey, of Cooksville, Ont., relative to the lack of 
Proper protection on his farm where it is crossed by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company and the Toronto Suburban Railway Company. (Adjourned hearing.) (File 
No. 23080.) 
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No order made. Railway Company undertaking to keep the crossing clear and 
offer to pay $100 towards the cost of maintaining the crossing, should the applicant 
decide to divert it. 

5118. Application of Chas. A. Windatt, of the Township of Thorah, Ontario, 
under Sections 154 and 250, for an Order directing the C.P.R. Company (Georgian 
Bay & Seaboard Railway) to construct and maintain such drainage works upon their 
line of railway where same ‘intersects ‘his farm in Lot 4, Con. 10, Tp. of Thorah, as 
may be necessary to prevent the flooding of his lands and damages from such flood- 
ing and for an Order under Section 26a that he be relieved from the terms of a certain 
agreement entered into with the Railway with reference to a culvert or cattle pass b 
reason of the violation thereof by the Railway Company. (File No. 23676.) 

No Order made. Railway Company undertaking to carry out the recommenda 
tion of the Board’s Engineer except as to the increasing of the size of the pipe. The 
Company also to clean out the cattle pass as recommended by the Board’s Engineer. 

5119. Application of the Peterborough Machine & Lubricator Company, Limited, 
under Section 29, for an Order rescinding Order of the Board No. 15660, date¢ 
December 20, 1911, by which it was ordered that the C.P.R. Company be authorized 
to construct a branch line of railway for T. Kinnear & Company of the City of 
Peterborough, Ontario. (File No.~18797.) 

Stands for two weeks to enable the railway company to decide whether it will take 
expropriation proceedings or not. 

5120. Application of the Standard Crushed Stone Company, Limited, of Niagara 
Falls, Ontario, for an Order requiring the G.T.R. Company to immediately con- 
struct a side track to the plant of the said Standard Crushed Stone Company) 
Limited, near Windmill Point Station, on the line of the G.T.R. Company, Buffalo and. 
Goderich branch, about two and one-half miles east of Ridgeway, Ontario. (File 
No. 23219.) | 

Order made granting the application subject to the terms and conditions set 
forth in the Order. See Order 22817. 

5121. Complaint of J. E. Titchmarsh, of Hagersville, Ontario, relative to the 
lease granted by the G.T.R. Company to the Canada Seed Company of Hagersville, 
Ontario, for use of siding and elevator at that point. No order made. 

512%, Re Trenton Business Spur. Petition of G. T. Clarkson, of Toronto, 
Ontario, for an Order directing the’O. L."O. & W. Ry. Co. to immediately file plans 
and appoint arbitrators to determine questions arising between the petitioner and 
the Railway Company in connection with the expropriation of the lands held by the 
former as liquidator of Messrs. Lloyd & Sons, Limited, of Trenton, Ontario. (File 
No. 3701-347.) 

Order made that the application to restrict the right of expropriation be dis 
missed and upen the consent of all parties that the arbitration pending to determine 
the compensation to be paid in respect of the taking of certain lands, be continuec 
subject to the provisions set forth in the Order. See Order No. 23504. 

5123. Application of the Hamilton & Toronto Sewer Pipe Company, Limited 
under Section 226, for an Order directing the G.T.R. Company to provide and e¢ 
struct a suitable siding where the Company’s Railway intersects lands of the Applica 
Company in the Township of West Flamboro, Ontario. (Tile No. 22370.45.) 

Order made rescinding Order No. 22392 and directing the G.T.R. Co. to ¢ 
struct a spur connecting with its main track and to erect an automatic block signa 
on the west bound main track. Spur to be completed by 1st Nov., 1914. See Order 226 

5124. Application of the G.T.R. Company for an Order requiring the Hamil 
& Toronto Sewer Pipe Company to replace the siding to the Hamilton & Toro 
Sewer Pipe Company and the Fowler Canadian Company in the same condition 
it was before they interfered with it. (File No. 7031. Case No. 3051.) 

Order made dismissing the application. See Order 22327. 
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5125. Application of the Montreal & Southern Counties Railway Company (G. 
T.R.) under Section 227, for authority to cross at grade with its railway the line of 
the O.P.R. Company, from St. Hyacinthe to Farnham, on Lot 34, Parish of St. Paul de 
Abbottsford, P.Q. (File No. 12072 -28.) 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
Order. _See Order No. 22229, 

5126. Application of the G.T.R. Company, under section 227, for authority to 
cross at grade with its spur track serving the premises of the Elias Rogers Company, 
coal dealers, ‘Toronto, Ontario, the tracks of the Toronto, Gray & Bruce Railway (C. 
P.R.) at a point south of St. Clair Ave., City of Toronto, Ontario. (File No, 242177.) 

Order made dismissing the application. See Order No. 29299. 

5127. Application of W. J. Boland, of Toronto, on behalf of Hillary H. Findlay, 
of Toronto, Ontario, for an order compelling the G.T.R. Company to extend the rail- 
Way siding of the G.T.R. Company constructed into the premises of the F 
Morse Canadian Company, Limited, Toronto, Ontario, into cert 
rented for factory purposes. (File No. 14200.) 

See judgment of the Chief Commissioner dated the 18th J anuary, 1915, Appen- 


airbanks- 
ain property recently 
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5128. Application of the Municipal Corporation of the Township of York, Ontario, 


any to provide and construct 
a drainage system suitable and sufficient for the drainage of Jane Street subway in 


the said Township of York where the line of the C.P.R. crosses the said street. (File 


No. 16288.) 
No order necessary, board decided that the municipality is in no way responsible 
for the condition of the subway, and that the railway company having created the 


difficulty must look after the matter. 


5129. Application of the Corporation of the City of Toronto, Ontario, under sec- 


tions 237 and 238, for a hearing on the question of maintenance of the superstructure 


‘of the subway under the tracks of the C.P.R. Company at Keele Street, or fo 
order for thé reconstruction of said superstructure to protect the public passing 
through the said subway. (File No. 21566.) 


ie hal 


See judgment of the Chief Commissioner dated the 12th November, 1914, Appen- 


dix “O”, Order made authorizing the City of Toronto at its own expense to make 


the superstructure of the subway carrying Keel Street under the tracks of the C.P.R. 


Co., waterproof. See Order 23036. 


5130. Application of the O.N.O. Ry. Company, under section 237, for authority 
to construct its line of railway across Albany Road in the City of Toronto, Ontario, 


by means of a structure carrying the railway over the highway. (File No. 12021.5.) 


Order made granting the application. See Order No. 22202. 

5181. Application of the C.N.O. Railway Company, under section 237, for author- 
ty to construct its line of railway across Dufferin Street in the City of Toronto, 
Ontario, by means of a structure carrying the railway over the highway. (File No. 
12021.91.) 

__ Board approved of the width of the structure, the question of elevation of the 


‘ailway over the highway reserved. Board’s engineer to inspect and report thereon. 
_ 95132. Application of the C.N.O. Railway Company, under section 237, for author- 
i to construct its line of railway across Bartlett Ave. in the City of Toronto, 
Yatario, by means of a structure carrying the railway over the highway. (File No. 


20211 - 85.) ] : 

| sam approved: of the width of the structure, the question of elevation of 
he railway over the highway reserved. Board’s engineer to inspect and report 
hereon. 
9133. Application of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company, under 

ection 237, for authority to construct its line of railway across Geary Ave., in the 


é 
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city of Toronto, Ontario, by means of a structure carrying the railway over the high- 
way. (File No. 12021-89.) 

Board approved of the width of the structure, the question of elevation of the 
railway over the highway reserved. Board’s engineer to inspect and report thereon. 

5134. Application of the C.P.R. Company for approval of the detail plan showing 
proposed subway at Davenport Road, Toronto, Ontario. (North Toronto Grade Sep- 
aration.) (Substructure.) (File No. 22162.) 

No order necessary. 

5135. Application of the C.N.O. Railway Company, under section 237, for author- 
ity to construct its line of railway across Church and Dundas streets, in the Township 
of Etobicoke, County of York, Ontario. (File No. 12021-115.) : 

Matter referred to the Board’s engineer to prepare sketch showing the suggested | 
grade separation. : 

5133. Complaint of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company against the Hydro- 
Electrie Power Commission of Ontario constructing power line across its line of rail- 
way at a point near Meneset Station, Ontario. (File No. 24548.) , 

Order made granting leave to the Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario,. 
to construct its wires across the tracks of the C.P.R. Co. See Order No. 22576. 

5137. Application of the C.L.O. & W. Railway under section 237, for authority 
to construct its business spur track across certain streets in the town of Trenton, 
Ontario. (File No. 3701.373.) js 

Order made rescinding Order No. 22058 and authorizing the company to construct 
and operate its spur track across the streets set forth in the order, subject to the con- 
ditions contained in the order. See Order No. 222384. i 

5138. Application of the C.P.R. Company to construct a spur from the National 
Cash Register east of Shaw street, Toronto. (File No. 22333.16.) 

No order necessary pending the carrying out of the arrangement made between 
the parties. ; 

5139. Application of the C.N.O.R. under section 287, for authority to cross high- 
way between lots 11 and 12, Junction gore, township of Gloucester, with the tracks of 
the transfer track connecting the C.N.O.R. and the G.T.R. Company’s tracks, in accord- 
ance. with plan dated June 28, 1914, drawing No. 8657. (File No. 3878.574.) 

Application granted. 

5140. Re overhead bridge for tracks of the Grand Trunk Railway Company and 
the Montreal Park and Island Railway Company at Rockfield, P.Q. 

Notre—The board will consider the complaint that the Montreal Turnpike Trust 
has put its toll gate at an inconvenient place thereby practically blocking the road. 
(File No. 9437.119.) ‘ 

Board decided to visit the locus on the 14th instant, if possible. Notice to be 
eiven to all parties. Mr. Surveyor to submit a statement in writing regarding his 
contention that the board is without jurisdiction so far as the Turnpike Trust Com- 
pany is concerned. ‘ 

5141. Application of the village of Weston, Ontario, for an order directing the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company to enlarge its subway at Weston Road, Weston, 
Ontario. (File No. 20188.) 

No order made. Board decided that owing to the present financial situation it 
would not be warranted in making an order against the railway company. ; 

5142. In the matter of the application of the St. John and Quebee Railway Com- 
pany to the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada and to the Board of Com- 
missioners of Public Utilities for New Brunswick, for a joint order under sections 
997-999 of the Railway Act directing the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company as 
follows :— E 

1. To allow the St. John and Quebee Railway Company to connect its tracks with 
those of the Canadian Pacific Railway, in the city of Fredericton, provinee of Nev 
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Brunswick, and to maintain and operate the necessary switches and turnouts, at the 
following points :— s 
1. At a point between Westmorland and York streets marked “A” on plan. 

2. At or near station 1159 plus 50 (C.P.R. location), marked “B” on plan. 

3. At or near station 1118 plus 00 (C\P.R. location), marked “C” on plan. 

4. At or near station 1072 plus 80 (C.P.R. location), marked “D” on plan. 

2. To permit the St. John and Quebec Railway Company and its lessees to operate 
its trains, engines, cars, and other vehicles between A-B and between C-D above 
mentioned over and along the different tracks, switches, “Y” and sidings of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company or as leased by them. 

3. To re-arrange spur track used by the Canadian Pacific Railway for switching 
between Westmorland and York streets (marked X on plan), so that said switching 
can be carried on south of the located line of the applicant company. (File No. 
19077.1.) 

Order made granting leave to the applicant company to cross with its tracks the 
tracks of the respondent company, as set out in the order, subject to the conditions 
therein set forth. See Order 22360. 

5143. Application of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company for 
authority to change the location of its station in the township of March, Ontario, from 
mileage 22, from Ottawa, to mileage 23-6 from Ottawa. (File No. 20309.) 

Order made refusing the application. See Order No. 22399. 

5144. In the matter of the joint express rates on fruit from points on the Cana- 
dian Northern to points on the Canadian and Dominion Express Companies lines, pre- 
scribed by Order of the Board No. 21877, dated May 26, 1914. 

Norr.—The companies will be required to state their objections to the proposed 
joint rates. (File No. 4914.391.) 

No-order necessary, express companies having published and filed a joint tariff 
as agreed with the Board’s Traffic Officer. 

5145. Application of the Corporation of the City of Toronto, Ontario, for a 
reconsideration of the plan of the subway at Spadina Road in order that such plan may 
be so amended as to leave Spadina Road and Bridgeman street at their full width. 
(File No. 29162.2.) 

_ Railway Company to file new detail plan carrying out the suggestion of the Board’s 
Assistant Chief Engineer made at the hearing. 

5146. Application of the City of Montreal, P.Q., for an order declaring that the 
way of communication at Park avenue giving access between the territory of the City 
horth and west of the line of the C. P. R. and the rest of the City of Montreal over the 
right of way of the company where located between Atlantic and Beaumont avenues, 
Laurier Ward, Montreal, has been used as a way of communication by the public for 
vehicular and pedestrian traffic and declaring that same is a public crossing over the 
right of way of the O. P. P. (File No. 12912.2.) 

Order made authorizing the City of Montreal to open Park avenue across the 
tracks of the C.P.R, Company subject to protection set forth in the order. See Order 

No. 292896. 

5147. Re North Toronto Grade Separation, O.P.R. 

(Note.)—This matter is set down for the purpose of settling the terms of the order 
to be issued under the Assistant Chief Commissioner’s judgment concurred in by 
Commissioners McLean and Goodeve. (File No. 9487.153.) 

Order made dismissing the application. See Order No. 23508. ! b 

5148. Application of the Erie & Ontario Railway Company, under section 227, 
for leave to cross at grade in the township of Moulton, Ontario, the lines or tracks of the 
G. T. R. (Air Line), jointly operated by the Grand Trunk and the Wabash Railroad 
Companies at mileage 9.80 of the Erie & Ontario railway. (File 24560.1.) 

Order made granting the application. See Order No. 22524, 
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5149. Application of the Erie & Ontario Railway Comipany, under section 227, 
for leave to cross at grade in the township of Moulton, Ontario, with its railway lines 
or tracks, the lines or tracks of the Michigan Central Railway Company, (Canada 
Southern Division). (File No. 24560.2.) 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
ane ne Order No. 99431. 


nee running elie the Hae of A. B. Shupe and T. H. a ptee ee a sen eneecn 
with the Michigan Central Railroad. (File No. 24560.6.) 

Order for temporary connection to go as applied for. 

5151. Application of the Erie & Ontario Railway Company, under section 227, 
for authority to cross at grade, in the town of Dunnville, Ontario, the tracks of the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company. (File 24560.26.) 

Order made‘ for grade crossing, subject to the recommendation of the Board’s 
engineer. 

5152. AppHeation of the Municipal Corporation of the town of Parry Sound, 
Ontario, that the board reconsider Order No. 4008, dated 28th November, 1907, and for 
an order directing the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to construct a subway under 
its railway at Armstrong street, in the town of Parry Sound, Ontario. (File No: 
23240.) 

Order made dismissing the application. 

5153. Application of the Erie & Ontario Railway Company, under sections 158, 
159, 222 and 223, of the Railway Act, for an order authorizing proposed branch lines | 
of railway to the freight and passenger stations of the company at Dunnville, Ontario, 
from station 0 te station 32 at or near the corner of Bridge and Canal streets and 
from station 0 to station 10 being the south leg of the “Y.” (File No. 24560-5.) 

Order having already issued no action necessary by the board. 

5154. Application of the Grand Trunk Railway Company for authority to con-_ 
struct, maintain and operate two additional main line tracks at grade across the public 
highways between Guy street and St. Henri station in the city of Montreal, P.Q. 
(File No. 24834.) 

Order made granting application. 

5155. Application of the Grand Trunk Railway Company under sections 222 and 
237 for authority to construct a siding from a point on its railway north of Isabella 
street in the City of Ottawa, Ontario, thence extending upon, along and across Isabella _ 
street and Metcalfe street to and into the premises of the Library Bureau of Canada, 
Limited, south of Isabella street. (File No. 22674.3.) 

Parties to endeavour to reach an agreement upon the location with the Board’s 
engineer. If not the board will make an order in the matter. 

5156. Railway Companies subject to the jurisdiction of the Board are required 
to speak to the question of what constitutes proper filing of joint tariffs under Section 

335 of the Railway Act. (File No. 24388.) 

No Order necessary. Parties to confer with the Board’s Chief Traffic Officer. i 

5157. Application of the Hamilton & Toronto Sewer Pipe Co., Ltd., of Hamilton, — 
Ontario, for authority to construct a siding on the Grand Trunk Baileae between 
Junction Cut and Dundas, Ontario. (File No. 22370-45.) i : 

Order to issue for spur. G.T.R. Co. to submit plans. ‘ 
5158. Application of the Township of Ancaster, Ontario, for an order for a sub@ 
way under the tracks of the Hamilton and Dundas Street Railway and the T. H. & 
B, Ry., on Emerson street, West Hamilton, Township of Ancaster and also ea 


that the cost be apportioned between the railway companies and the Township of 
Ancaster. (File No. 9437.1011.) - 


Por 
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Order made authorizing the Township of Ancaster to construct a grade crossing 
over the tracks of the T. H. & B. Ry. Co. on Emerson street in West Hamilton, 
-_ Township of Ancaster. See Order No. 22608. 

5159. Application of the Erie & Ontario Railway Company, for authority to 

make and carry its railway across and to use and occupy the right of way of the 
Toronto and Niagara Power Company in lot 32, concession 5, township of Gains- 
boro, Ontario. (File No. 24560-30.) \ 

Order made declaring that the Niagara, St. Catharines & Toronto Ry. Co. is 

" senior to the Erie & Ontario Ry. Co. for all tracks when constructed at the crossing 
In question. See Order No. 22732. 

5160. Application of the city of Hamilton, Ontario, for protection of Grand 
Trunk Railway main line’ at Ottawa street, Hamilton, Ontario. (File No. (4552, 
Case 1223.) 

Order made directing the G. T. R. Co. to install gates at the said crossing to be 
operated day and night by watchman on or before the 1st May, 1915. Twenty per 
cent of the cost of installing to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund, 
_ and the balance by the railway company. See Order 22710> 

_ 5161. Application of the corporation of the city of Hamilton, Ont., for an order 
directing the T. H. & B. railway to construct a new highway bridge carrying the line 
of Locks street in the city of Hamilton, Ontario, over the tracks of the company at 
_ the intersection of Locks street and the T. H. & B. railway. (File No. 24498.) 
No order made, the T. H. & B. Ry. undertaking to put in steel stringers over the 
track openings and repair the bridge. 

5162. Application of the city of Hamilton, Ontario, for approval of plans show- 

ing proposed extension of Birmingham street across the northerly spur of the T. H. 
& B. Ry. (File No. 20395-1.) 

Order made réfusing the application. See Order No. 22602. 

5163. Application of the corporation of the city of Hamilton, Ont., direct- 
ing the T. H. & B. railway and the C. P. R. to construct a new highway bridge carry- 
ing the line of King street in the city of Hamilton over the tracks of the company at 
the intersection of King street and the Toronto Branch of the T. H. & B. railway. 

(File No. 24499.) 

Referred to the board’s engineer to report on. 

5164. Application of the Grasselli Chemical Company of Hamilton, Ont., to fix 
the amount of the compensation to be paid under paragraph 2 of the order No. 21899, 
dated May 26, 1914. (File No. 20519.) 

Board decided that no further order was necessary in connection with this matter. 

5165. Application of the Erie & Ontario Railway Company for authority to close 

_ road being in lot 5, concession 2, township of Gainsborough, county of Lincoln, 
Ontario, and to obtain diversion of for said township. (File No. 24560-28.) 
dee. Order made authorizing the applicant company to divert the highway. See Order 
No. 22695. ' 
b: 5166. Complaint of B. F. Justin, K.C., of Brampton, Ontario, relative to width 
i: cattle pass on the property of A. G. Waite, Streetsville, Ont., on the line of the 


be. ca 
pit Spee 


Meo-P.R. (File No. 3294-17.) 

c Order made directing the C.P.R. Co. to construct a cattle pass as set forth in 
_ the order. Work to be completed by the 1st December, 1915. See order No. 22647. 
5167. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the G.T.R., on 
_ the 25th side road of the Township of Albion, being the first crossing south of Palgrave 
(ystation, Ont. (File No. 9437-1152.) 
fie No order necessary, the railway company undertaking to move the crossing planks 
ine about 20 feet so as to provide a better view of trains approaching from 


he south. The municipality to remove certain shrubbery. 
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5168. Application of Messrs. Mills, Raney, Lucas & Hales, of Toronto, Ontario, 
on behalf of W. J. Lawrence, of Richmond Hill, Ont., for a hearing of the board in 
connection with the matter of siding agreement with the C.N.O:R. at Richmond Hill, 
Ontario. (File No. 19664.) 2 

No order made, the railway company undertaking to install a stop block by the 
22nd October, 1914, and it being agreed that the siding will not be taken up by the 
railway company except after leave granted. 

5169. Consideration of the report of Inspector T. Harris relative to accident at 
public crossing just east of Seaforth Station, Ont., where Dr. Scott was injured May 
16, 1914, on the line of the G.T.R. (File No. 9487.1167.) 

Order made directing the G.T.R. Company to employ a. watchman at the said 
crossing between 7 a.m. and 7 p.m. Wages to be paid 20 per cent by the town of Sea- 

“forth and the balance by the railway company. See order 22659. 

5170. Application of the municipal council of the village of Coldwater, Ont., for 
an order directing the G.T.R. and C.P.R. Companies to provide interswitching facili- 
ties at Coldwater, Ont. (File No. 6713-62.) 

Order made directing the C.P.R. Company by the 25th December, 1914, to con- 
struct a transfer track between its railway and the Grand Trank Railway at Cold- 
water, Ont. See Order No. 22915. 

5171. Application of the municipal council of the village of Richelieu, P.Q., for 
an order directing the Central Vermont Railway Company to widen and extend road- 
way crossed by their tracks at a point about fifty feet east of the east end of the 
Richelieu river bridge, in the village of Richelieu, P.Q. (File No. 24381.) 

No order made. Board’s engineer to report in the matter. 

5172. Complaint of the municipal council of the village of L’Annonciation, P.Q., 
relative to dangerous crossing on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
near Riviére Rouge bridge. (File No. 9437-879.) . 

No order necessary, the board’s inspector to test the bell already installed and 
report in the matter. 

5173. Application of the municipal corporation of the town of Victoriaville, P.Q., 
for authority to discontinue Albert street across the line and tracks of the Grand - 
Trunk Railway Company, in the town of Victoriaville, P.Q. (File No. 24392.) 

Order made refusing the application. See Order No. 22764. 

5174. Application of the town of Pointe-aux-Trembles, P.Q., for an order author- 
izing the opening up of Sixth avenue across the tracks of the Canadian Northern Que- 
bee Railway Company and the Montreal Tramways Company within the limits of the 
said town. (File 20569.) 

Order made refusing application. See Order 22742. 

5175. Application of the town of Pointe-aux-Trembles, P.Q., for an order authoriz- | 
ing the opening up of Fifth avenue across the tracks of the Canadian Northern Que- 
bee Railway Company and the Montreal Tramways Company within the limits of 
the said town. (File No. 24048.) ; 

Order made refusing application. See Order No. 22742. 

5176. Application of the Grand Trunk Railway Company, under section 237, for 
authority to construct an additional track across 18th avenue in the city of Lachine, 
P.Q. (File No. 9437.121.) 

Order made granting application. See Order No. 22625. 

5177. Application of the city of Montreal, P.Q., for an order declaring that the 
way of communication at Park avenue giving access between the territory of the city 
north and west of the line of the C.P.R., and the rest of the city of Montreal over 
the right of way of the company where located between Atlantic and Beaumont 
avenues, Laurier ward, Montreal, has been used as a way of communication by the 
public for vehicular and pedestrian traffic and declaring that same is a public cross-_ 
ing over the right of way of the C.P.R.. (File No. 12912.2.) ; 


1 hetesh 4 


ai 
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Order made authorizing the applicant to open Park avenue in the city of Mont- 
teal across the tracks of the C.P.R. Co., subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See Order No. 22896. 


5178. Application of the city of Montreal, P.Q., to regularize the present crossing 
of Baldwin street, Longue Pointe ward, over the right of way of the Canadian Northern 
Quebec Railway Company, and to extend and construct. said Baldwin street over the 
said right of way. (File No. 24696.) \ 

Order made refusing the applications to open up Mercier avenue, Lebrun, Azilda, 
DeRocheblave and Contrecoeur streets. Applicants authorized to open Baldwin, Des 
Ormeaux and Hector streets in the city of Montreal, across the tracks of the Cana- 
dian Northern Quebec Railway. See Order No. 22751. 


5179. Application of the city of Montreal, P.Q., to regularize the present crossing 
of Mercier street, Longue Pointe ward, Montreal, P.Q., over the right of way of the 
Oanadian Northern Quebec Railway Company and to construct and extend said street 
over the said right of way. (File No. 24697.) 

Order made refusing the applications to open up Mercier Ave., Lebrun, Azilda, 
DeRocheblave and Contrecoeur streets. Applicants authorized to oven Baldwin, Des 
Ormeaux and Hector streets in the city of Montreal, across the tracks of the C.N.Q.R. 
See Order 22751. 


5180. Application of the City of Montreal, P.Q., to regularize the present crossing 
oft Lebrun Street, Longue Pointe Ward, Montreal, P.Q., over the right of way of the 
Canadian Northern Quebec Railway Company and to construct and extend said 
street over the said right of way. (File No. 24698.) 

Order made refusing the applications to open up Mercier Ave., Lebrun, Azilda, 
DeRocheblave and Contrecoeur streets. Applicants authorized to open Baldwin, Des 
Ormeaux and Hector streets in the city of Montreal, across the tracks of the C.N.Q.R. 
See Order 22751. 


5181. Application of the City of Montreal, P.Q., to regularize the present cross- 
ing of Azilda street, Longue Pointe Ward, Montreal, P.Q., over the right of way of 
the Canadian Northern Quebec Railway Company and to construct and extend said 
street over the said right of way. (File No. 24699.) 

Judgment reserved. 

Order made refusing the applications to open up Mercier Ave., Lebrun, Azilda, 
DeRocheblave and Contrecoeur streets. Applicants authorized to open Baldwin, Des 
Ormeaux and Hector streets in the city of Montreal, across the tracks of the C.N.Q.R. 
See Order 22751. | ‘ 

5182. Application of the City of Montreal, P.Q., to regularize the present cross- 
ing of Des Ormeaux street, Longue Pointe Ward, Montreal, P.Q., over the right of wav 
of the Canadian Northern Quebec Railway Company and to construct and extend 
said street over the said right of way. (File No. 24700.) 

Order made refusing the applications to open up Mercier Ave., Lebrun, Azilda, 
DeRocheblave and Contrecoeur streets. Applicants authorized to open Baldwin, Des 
Ormeaux and Hector streets in the city of Montreal, across the tracks of the O.N.Q.R. 
See Order 22751. 

5183. Application of the City of Montreal, P.Q., to regularize the present cross- 
ing of De Rocheblave street, Longue Pointe Ward, Montreal, Que., over the right of 
way of the Canadian Northern Quebec Railway Company and to construct and extend 
the said street over the said right of way. (File No. 24701.) 

Order made refusing the applications to open up Mercier Ave., Lebrun, Azilda, 
DeRocheblave and Contrecoeur streets. Applicants authorized to open Baldwin, Des 
Ormeaux and Hector streets in the city of Montreal, across the tracks of the -C.N.Q.R. 
See Order 22751. 
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5184, Application of the City of Montreal, P.Q., to regularize the present cross- 
ing of Contrecoeur street, Longue Pointe Ward, Montreal, P.Q., over the right of way 
of the Canadian Northern Quebee Railway Company -and to construct and extend 
the said street over the said right of way. (File No. 24702.). 

Order made refusing the applications to open up Mercier Ave., Lebrun, PRES 
DeRocheblave and Contrecoeur streets. Applicants authorized to open Baldwin, Des 
Ormeaux and Hector streets in the city of Montreal, across the tracks of the C.N.Q.R. 
See Order 22751. 

5185. Application of the City of Montreal P.Q., to regularize the present cross- 
ing of Hector street, Longue Pointe Ward, Montreal, P.Q., over the right of way 
of the Canadian Northern Quebec Railway Company and to construct and extend 
the said street over the said right of way. (File No. 24703.) 

Order made refusing the applications to open up Mercier Ave., Lebrun, Azilda, 
De Rocheblave and Contrecoeur streets. Applicants authorized to open Baldwin, Des 
Ormeaux and Hector streets in the City of Montreal across the tracks of the O.N.Q.R. 
See Order No. 22751. 

5186. Application of the Corporation of the City of Montreal, P.Q., for an jeer 
authorizing it to extend Sherbrooke street, in Hochelaga Ward, of the City ‘of Mon- 
treal, across the right of way of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company by means of 
a bridge. (File No. 24488.) 

Referred to the Board’s engineer to report on. 

5187. Application of the United Fruit Companies of Nova Scotia for an order 
requiring the Dominion Atlantic Railway Company to furnish bills of lading and to 
route shipments of apples via Intercolonial Railway to Montreal and points beyond. 
(File No. 24721.) : 

The Board decided that no order was necessary in this matter. 

5188. Complaint of the Montreal Board of Trade, Toronto Board of Trade, 
Hamilton Board of Trade, and Ontario Wholesale .Grocers’s Guild against the can- 
cellation of mixing privileges in connection with carloads of groceries, dried fruit and 
liquors from Eastern Canada points to points in Western Canada. (File No. 18755.21.) 

Order made that the proposed cancellation of the said arrangement be suspended 
until further order of the Board. See General Order No. 133 

5189, Application of the Lake Erie & Northern Railway Gomrany bedce sections _ 
158 and 159, for approval of plan, profile, and book of reference showing part of com- 
pany’s main line in the Town of Galt, Ont., from Station 1135:50 to Station 1167: 
30-7; (2) for an order under section 176 allowing them right of way over the tracks 
of the C.P.R. between station 1160:78-5 to the connection with the C.P.R. at Station 
2921: -40 and to connect with the tracks of the L. E. & N. Ry. at said last mentioned 
point in the Town of Galt, Ont. (3) for an order under section 176 allowing them to 
use tracks of the right of way of the C.P.R. between Stations 1114: 76-3 and 1135 :50 
in the Town of Galt, Ont. (File No. 18034-72.) 

Order made granting the application subject to conditions set forth in the order. 
See Order 22689. 

5190. Application of the Lake Erie & Northern Railway Company, under sections 
158 and 159, for approval of the revised location of its line of railway from Bruce 
Street in the Town of Galt, Ont., to connection with the C.P.R. on the north side of 
Main Street, in said Town of Galt, Ontario. 

And complaint of the Corporation of the Town of Galt, Ont., against the proposed 
diversion of Mill creek in said town as shown on plan of the L. E. & N. Ry. of its 
revised location through the property of the R. McDougall Company in said town of 
Galt, Ont. (File No. 18034-70.) i 

Order made granting the application subject to conditions set forth in the order. 
See Order 22665. 


/ 
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5191. Application of the St. David’s Sand Company, Limited, for a joint rate 
on sand from the company’s spur on the Michigan Central Railroad near Niagara 
Falls, Ont., to the Welland Ship Canal Works via Niagara Falls and the Grand Trunk 
Railway. (File No. 24931,) 

Order made that the M.C.R. and G.T.R. companies publish and fle a joint rate 
of 50 cents per ton of 2,000 lbs. on sand from applicant company’s pit to Merritton. 
Said rate to be made-not later than Nov. 9th, 1914. See Order 22745. 

5192. Application of the Standard Orushed Stone Company, Ltd., of Niagara 
Falls, Ont., for an order requiring the Grand Trunk Railway to publish and place in 
effect, on or before October 10th, 1914, rates on cobble, crushed, field and rubble stone 
from the Stone Company’s Siding near Windmill Point Station, Ont., to points on 
the Grand Trunk Railway and to points on the Michigan Central Railway road via 
the Grand Trunk Railway and-Michigan Central Railroad. (File No. 223191.) 

Order made granting the application. 

5193. Application of John Morrison for a crossing across-the Canadian Northern 
Ontario Railway Company’s right of way on part of lot 14, con. 1, Township of Pem- 
broke, now within the town of Pembroke, Ont. (File No. 3561-202.) 

No change made in the crossing, but the applicant may move it at his own 
expense. 

5194. Application of the Grand Trunk Railway Company for a re-hearing of the 
matter of the application of the G.T.R., under section 227, for authority to cross at 
grade with its spur track serving the premises of the Elias Rogers Company, coal 
dealers, Toronto, Ont., the tracks of the Toronto, Grey & Bruce Railway (C.P.R.) 
at a point south of St. Clair Ave., Toronto, Ont., which application was dismissed 
by order of the Board No. 22299, dated July 30th, 1914. (File No. 24277.) 

Order made granting the application; the crossing to be protected by an inter- 
locking plant. See Order No 23063. 

5195. Application of the Sudbury-Copper Cliff Suburban Electric Railway Com- 
pany for an order granting the company authority to construct its line, and tracks 
across the lines and tracks of the O.P.R. (main line and spurs in the town of Sud- 
bury, Ont.) in the town of Sudbury, Ont. (File No. 24842.) 

Order made authorizing the Copper Cliff Suburban Electric Ry. Co. to cross the 
tracks of the C.P.R. at Elm street in town of Sudbury, subject to the conditions 
set forth in the order. See Order 22826. : 

5196. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for an order direct- - 
ing the Grand Trunk Railway Company to restore opening in fences on the northerly 
side of the C.P.R. Company’s west bound track and refrain from interfering with 
the proper access to the company’s station at Parkdale, Ont. (File No. 24710.) 

No order necessary. The Grand Trunk Railway Company undertakes to restore 
the opening in the fence forthwith. 

5197. Application of the town of Listowel, Ontario, for an order directing the 
Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies to establish interswitching 
facilities between their lines of railway at Listowel, Ontario. (File No. 8453, Case 
3927.) 

Order made directing the installation of a transfer track for the interchange of 
traffic between the G.T. and O.P.R .Co’s. at Listowel; the work to be done by the 
O.P.R. and the track to be constructed within one month after the erection of Libby 


_MeNeil and Libby Company’s factory. See Order 22819. 


5198. Application of the Canadian. Pacific Railway Company, under section 228, 


for authority to connect its railway with the Oshawa Railway, near the town of 


Oshawa, Ontario. (Adjourned hearing.) (File-No. 6713.84.) 
Order made authorizing the OC. P. R. Co. to connect its lines and tracks with the 

tracks of the Oshawa Electric Railway Company near Oshawa. See Order 22753. 
5199. Application of the municipal council of the town of Trenton, Ont., for an 


order compelling the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company to remedy the 


94 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


6 GEORGE V, A. 1916 


obstruction caused by their track on Ontario street, Trenton, Ont. (File No. 3878.580.) 

Stands for consultation between the parties. The town to file a plan showing how 
Ontario street became a street in fact. 

5200. Complaint of the village of Ste. Anne de Bellevue, P.Q., re drainage of sub- 
way of the G.P.R. and G.T.R. under their double main line tracks at Ste. Anne de 

3ellevue. (File No. 9437-1044.) 

No permanent arrangement made; Grand Trunk Railway to put in temporary 
tile to take care of the water. This can be removed next spring or later if necessary. 

5201. Application of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company, under 
sections 29 and 227, for approval of proposed connection with the Canadian Pacific 
Railway near Chaudiére Junction, and for a rescission of that portion of Order No. 
7490, dated July 6, 1909, in so far as it refers to a connection with the tracks of the 
Ottawa and Prescott Railway Company at mile 56-6 west from Hawkesbury. (File 
No. 10823.) 

Stands. Application to be renewed after the question of general interswitching 
is dealt with. 

5202. Lighting of main line switches and the displaying of night signals from 
sunset to sunrise. C.P:R. will be required to show cause why an order should not go 
regulating this matter. (File No. 18767.) 

Stands for further information to be filed by Mr. Lawrence for the B.L.E. 

5208. Application of the town of Trenton, Ont., for an order directing the Cana- 
dian Northern Ontario Railway, Central Ontario Railway, Canadian Pacific Railway, 
and Grand Trunk Railway Companies to install interswitching facilities in the town 
of Trenton, Ont. (File No. 6718.87.) 

Referred to Board’s traffic department for report. 

5204. Complaint of the town of Kenora, Ont., that the bridge over waterway in 
the said town of Kenora, controlled by the Rat Portage Lumber Company and the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company, is interfering with navigation, and request that 
the Board adjust the matter. (ile No. 24514.) 

No order made. If the town of Kenora desire, however, to raise the bridge at its 
own expense it may apply to the Board to have the construction removed at the 
expense of the town. 

5205. Application of the municipality of West Kildonan, Man., for a crossing over 
the tracks of the Selkirk branch of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company at Ennis- 
killen avenue, D.G.S. 6, Kildonan, Man. (File No. 24875.) 5 

Order made granting the application to cross the tracks of the C.P.R. Company’s 
line at Enniskillen avenue, in the municipality of West Kildonan, Man., but refusing 
application to construct highway over the C.P.R. tracks at Kenilworth avenue. See 
Order 23141. 

5206. Application of the municipality of West Kildonan, Man., for a crossing 
over the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company at Park Manor Boulevard, 
D.G.S. 29, Kildonan, Man. (File No. 24877. 

Application withdrawn. 

5207. Application of the town of Tuxedo, Man., for an order directing the Cana- 
dian Northern Railway Company and the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to 
construct and maintain a suitable street crossing over their tracks where the same are 
erossed by or cross Kennaston Boulevard, in the city of Winnipeg, and in the town of 
Tuxedo or the continuation of the same southerly, or authorizing the said town to 
construct such crossing and apportion the cost thereof between the said town, the city 
of Winnipeg, and the railway companies. (Adjourned hearing.) (File No. 23675.) 

Order made granting the application. Applicant to bear the cost of the work. 


5208. Complaint of the Northwest Grain Dealers’ Association against the refusal — 


of the railways to accept Flax Seed in bulk except at owner’s risk of leakage. 


5 
Notice published in C.P.R. Sup. 3 to C.R.C. W. 1962, C.N.R. Sup. 1 to C.R.C. W. 


S03, G.T.P. Sup 1 to C.R.C. 30. Effective Oct: 21, 1914. (File No. 25037.) 


hens Wy Spe ©, 
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Order made granting the application and directing that flax seed will be accepted 
for shipment in bulk only at the. owner’s risk of leakage in accordance with the 
Canadian Freight Classification, excepting that if the shippers make written request 
for cars suitably lined at their expense such ears shall be furnished with the least 
possible delay, in which case the company will assume the risk of leakage. See Order 
No. 23894. : . 

5209. Application of the city of Winnipeg, Man., for leave to construct a crossing 
over the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company at Midwinter avenue, 
Winnipeg, Manitoba. (File No. 24943.) 

Order made granting the application. ; 

5210. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, under sections 222 
and 237, for authority to construct an alteration to existing spur for the city of 
Winnipeg on Rachel Street East, in lot 49, Block ‘B,’ city of Winnipeg, Manitoba, 
on the Applicant Company’s main line, Manitoba division. (File No. 14920.) 

Order made granting the application. 

5211. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, under Section 151, 
for authority to lower the grade of the portion of Maple street, Winnipeg, Manitoba, 
lying northward of the production westerly of said Maple street of a line drawn 
parallel to and 26 feet north of the north limit of lot 57, plan 63, subdivision of lot 
35, east St. John, and south of Point Douglas avenue, not at present covered by the 
tracks and buildings of the said Canadian Pacific Railway Company. (File No. 
25147.) 

Order made granting the application. 

5212. Re Winnipeg Electric Railway crossing Canadian Pacific Railway at Sel- 
kirk and Logan avenues, Winnipeg, Manitoba. 

Note.—The Board will consider letter of the Winnipeg Electric Railway Com- 
pany as to the status of watchmen employed and the responsibility of the Electric 
Railway on the one hand and the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on the other 
for their negligence. (File No. 8922 and case 4716.) 

See judgment of Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, dated December 31, 1914, 
Appendix “ C.” 

5213. Re subway under the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company at 
Salter street, Winnipeg, Manitoba. : 

Nore.—The Board will consider detail plans of the structure as submitted by 
the city of Winnipeg in accordance with Order No. 22124, dated July 2, 1914. (File 
No. 3084.) 

Order made granting the application, the cost of the proposed subway to be borne: 
and paid by the corporation of the city of Winnipeg. See Order 22124. 

5214. Application of the Suburban Rapid Transit Company of Winnipeg for an 
Order properly apportioning cost of protection at St. James crossing by the Canadian 
Northern, Suburban Rapid Transit Company and the Winnipeg Electric Railway 
Company. (File No. 24978.) 

Order made directing the crossing of the C.N.R. by the Suburban Rapid Transit 
Co. on Portage ave., in the city of Winnipeg be protected by a half inter-locking 
plant with derails, subject to conditions set forth in order. See Order No. 23084. 

5215. Complaint of the Page-Hersey Iron Tube & Lead Co., against the increase: 
of 5 per cent in the rate on skelp, carloads, from the Pittsburg district to Welland, 
Ont., published to take effect November 16. (Mile No. 23359.) 

Judgment reserved. 

5216. Complaint of the Riordan Pulp & Paper Company, against the increased 
rates on woodpulp and sulphite from Merritton and Thorold to United States points, 
made effective November 16th instant, by supplement No. 6 to Canadian Northern: 
Railway Company’s Joint Through Freight Tariff No. O.R.C. E 251. (File No. 
25165.) 

Referred to the Board’s Traffic Officer for report. 
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5217. Application of the town of Lasalle, P.Q., for an Order requiring the New 
York Central and Hudson River R. R. Co., and the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany to provide an improved train service between Montreal and Highlands and 
Adirondack Junction. (File No. 19855.23 and File No. 23910.) 

Order made granting the application. 

5218. Application of the American Coal & Coke Company, of Detroit, Mich., for 
an order disallowing note 3 to rule 1, page 7, of the Michigan Central R.R, Company’s 
Tariff C.R.C. No. 2171, which reserves the right to the Company to hold cars for 
consignees located within the Detroit switching limits at Windsor, awaiting final 
delivery orders, or when delivery cannot be effected due to inability of consignees to 
receive same. 

Also for an order requiring the said R.R. Co. to refund with interest, the sums 
paid under protest by the applicants under the same tariff rule. (File No. 24713.) 

Refused. See judgment Chief Commissioner, Appendix “ C.” ' 

5219. Railway Companies to speak to the following general proposition, viz. :— 

That a passenger toll between any two given points having been reduced because 
of competition, and having been voluntarily made the maximum between intermediate 
points where competition does not exist, should also be made the maximum to or from 
equivalent mileage points on branch lines connecting at one or more of the said inter- 
mediate points. (File No. 22416.) 

See Judgment of Commissioner 8S. J. McLean, dated January 7, 1915. Appendix 
<¢ (Cees - 

5220. Application of the Fruit Growers’ Association of Ontario, re shipment of 
apples. (File No. 19666.) 

Judgment reserved. 

5221. Application of the City of Prince Albert, Saskatchewan, for an order 
directing the Canadian Northern Railway Company to place a flagman at the railway 
crossing on Fourth avenue, west Prince Albert, Saskatchewan. (File No. 9487.1142:) 

Order made that the order providing for appointment of watchman at Central 
avenue, Prince Albert, be amended, and that all passenger trains be flagged across 
Central avenue at the expense of the railway company. 

5222. Application of the municipal council of the town of Beverley, Alta., for an 
order directing the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway to provide a passenger station in the 
vicinity of Beverley, Alberta. (Adjourned hearing.) (File No. 23890.) 

No action taken. The matter may be brought up again upon the request of the 
municipality. 


5228. Application of the Jasper Park Collieries, Limited, for a transfer track 
between the Canadian Northern Railway main line and the Grand Trunk Pacific 
Railway Company’s siding at Geikie, Alberta. (File No. 6713.82.) 


No order made. Applicant company may renew the application when the C. N. R. 
resumes operation. 


5224. Complaint of R. P. Cull, Fallis, Alta., against the Grand Trunk Pacific 
Railway Company using his land on the shore of Wabamun lake as right of way, also 
that the road crossing on the road allowance is not passable for teams. Adjourned 
hearing. (File No. 2236, Case No. 3851.) 

No order made, the railway company undertaking to send an engineer at once to 
make the necessary measurements and to indicate on the ground what*‘land is to be 
taken. Board’s engineer to inspect the crossing and report on it. 

5225. The Edmonton, Dunvegan & British Columbia Railway Company will be 
required to show cause why it should not comply with the requirements of general 
order of the Board No. 107, relative to fire protection. (File Nos. 4741-F-45 and 
4741-A-45.) 

Judgment reserved. = 
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5226. Complaint of R. H. Campbell, Director of F orestry, Department of Interior, 
that the G. T. P. have not complied with the requirements of Regulation 13 of General 
Order No. 107 relative to extinguishing fires occurring within 300 feet of the track, 
in that they failed to extinguish a fire at mile 34 on their Alberta coal branch. (File 
No. 4741-F-18.2.) 

No order made, Board decided it had no jurisdiction. 

5227. Application of H. H. Cooper & Company, under section 226, for an order 
directing the Canadian Northern Railway Company to construct a spur from the 
railway to lots 231 and 232 in block 1 of the Hudson Bay Company’s Reserve in 
Edmonton, Alberta. (File No. 22372.19.) 

Order made under section 222 of the Railway Act, Railway Company to file 
formal application and plan and spur to be constructed forthwith with a 30 degree curve 
and running as close to the building as possible. 

5228. Application of the resident property owners of Prince George and South 
Fort George for a change in the location of the station of the Grand Trunk Pacific 

_ Railway at Prince George, B.C. (File No. 21418.) 

Order made fixing the location of station. 

5229. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for approval of plan 
showing the Christie street subway, North Toronto Grade Separation, Toronto. 

(Note.)—Board will hear application of Clark & Clark, Limited, for an order 
directing the immediate completion of work opposite their property. (File No. 
12021.126.) 

Board decided that the work is to be gone on with forthwith. 

5230. Application of the City. of Montreal, P.Q., for an interim ex parte order on 
‘the application for temporary extension of Girouard avenue, Notre Dame de Graces 
ward, over the right of way of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. (File No. 
25156.) 

City of Montreal to make formal application for crossing when matter will be 
dealt with by the Board. 

5231. Application of the city of Montreal, P.Q., for an interim ex parte order on 
the application for temporary extension of Regent avenue, Notre Dame de Graces 
ward, over the right of way of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. (File 
No. 25158.) 

City of Montreal to make formal application for crossing when matter will be 
dealt with by the Board. 

5232. Complaint of the Milton Pressed Brick Company, Ltd., against the pro- 
posed increase in the minimum weight on brick, carloads, published to take effect 
‘December 1, 1914. (File No. 19475.13.) 

Order made with respect to the tariffs of the: Railway Companies subject to the 
Jurisdiction of the Board and operating in Eastern Canada, as set forth in the order. 
Effect to be given to the order not later than December 31, 1914. See order 22963. 

5233. Resumption of the inquiry into the tolls and practices with respect to 
switching and interswitching, with particular reference to the evidence and statis- 
tics presented by the carriers relating to the costs of the service. (Adjourned hear- 
ing.) (File No. 6713, Case 2846.) Diss 
| Order made amending new minimum weight 50,000 pounds for building bricks 
‘and disallowing the additional 5 per cent per foot for long cars in connection with 
all building material. ; ; 
| 5234. - Application of the city of Fernie, B.C., for an order directing the Crow’s 
Nest Southern Railway (G.N.R.) to construct a subway at the intersection of its 
‘Yailway with Cox street in the city of Fernie, B.C. (File No. 9487.1111.) : 
Order made for pedestrian subway at Cox street, with a headroom of 7 feet 6 

‘inches by 8 feet’in width in accordance with plan filed by the railway company, cost 


i 20c—7 
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to be divided equally between the railway company and the city of Fernie, accounts 
to be submitted by the company to the city. When dispute arises the same to be sub- 
mitted to the Board for adjustment. 

5235. Consideration of the matter of protection at Twelfth street east crossing, 
Calgary, Alta., on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. (File No. 
9437.1186.) 

Board directed that a watchman be put on the crossing by the railway company, 
to be on duty from 8 am., to 7 p.m., his expenses to be paid by the city of Calgary. — 
Order made removing the slow order upon the watchman being appointed. City of 
Calgary to have the right to submit any further scheme of protection at any farther 
time it so desires in regard to this crossing. 

5236. Application for the removal of the-speed limitation from the crossing at 
Fighth street east, Calgary, Alta., where accident occurred on July 16, 1914. (File No. | 
9437.1177.) : 

Order made granting the application. 


5237. Application of the city of Calgary, Alta., for an order directing the Cana- | 
dian Pacific and Grand Trunk Railway Companies to establish transfer tracks in | 


the city of Calgary, Alta. (File No. 10821.95.) : 

See judgment of Asst. Chief Commissioner Scott, dated January 7, 1915. Appen- 
diz * C7. , 

5238. Complaint, Board of Trade of Ensign, Alta., with regard to the O.P. Ra 
closing its station at Ensign. (Tile No. 25119.) 

Application refused. Order made requiring the O.P.R. Co. to have the station 
heated before the arrival and departure of passenger trains during cold weather. 

5239. Complaint of C. W. Ozias et al re proposed closing of C.P.R. station at 
Mazeppa, Alta. (File No. 20645.) 

Order made refusing the application of the company to remove station agent at | 
Mazeppa. athe - | 

Application withdrawn. | 

5240. Application C.N.R. regarding the closing of certain streets in the city of 
Calgary, in section 26.23-1, W. 5 M. | 

Application withdrawn. ~ . | 

5241. Application of the city of Calgary for an order settling the time by which 
the diversion of Lindsay avenue shall be completed by the Canadian Northern Rail- 
way Co. 

Order made granting the application, work to be completed by March 1, 1915. 

5242. Application of the city of Calgary for an order compelling the O.N.R. Co., 
to carry out the terms of its agreement with the city under which the city consented 
to the plan showing the route of entrance of the said company’s railway into the city 
of Calgary, referred to in Orders 14611, 14616 and 17470. (File No. 25264.) 

Order made dismissing the application but directing that the C.N.R. Co. provide 
a 5 per cent grade at the approaches to the crossings of Thistle, Pine and Hungerford 
streets and Spruce and Poplar avenues, city of Calgary. See Order No. 23179. 

5243 and 5244. Application by the city of Calgary for an order compelling the 
Calgary Water Power Company, Ltd., to carry out order of the Board No. 22225. (Kile 
No. 1750-79.) 

See judgment of Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, dated November 26, 1914, 
Appendix “ C.” : 

5245. Application of the town of Courtenay, B.C., for an order directing the Esqui 
malt and Nanaimo Railway Company to permit the Provincial Government to make 
a road from the company’s freight shed in a northwesterly direction to the Lake Trail 
a distance approximately of 900 feet, so as to obviate the haul now necessary from the 
Lake Trail Road to the freight shed of approximately 5,700 feet. (File No. 22804.) ; 

Order made dismissing the application: See Order No. 23001. 


aye 


ae ee eS 
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5246. Application of the Board of Trade of Cumber'and, B.C., for an order direct- 
ing that an interchange track be provided between the lines of the ‘Ganadne Collieries, 
Ltd., and the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway Company, at a point at or near the 
crossing of the line of the E. & N. Ry. Co. and the Canadian Collieries, Ltd. (File 
No. 25120.) 

é Order made directing the E. & N. Ry. Co. to construct a transfer track between 
_ its railway and the railway of the Canadian Collieries, Ltd., at Royston, upon the con- 
_ ditions set forth in the order. Plans to be filed by the 1st March, 1915. See Order 
= 23187. 

5 5247. Application of the Empress Manufacturing Oompany, Ltd., for an order 
_ requiring the Canadian Pacific Railway to extend siding at Mission City, some one 
hundred and twenty-five feet more or less, to reach the factory of the Mission Manu- 
facturing Company, and also a branch factory of the Empress Manufacturing Com- 
pany. (File No. 25162.) 

Application struck off the list. 

= 5248. Application of the Pacific Land and Townsites Company, Ltd., J ae Sanson 
and J. H. McGregor, for an order under section 159, directing the Grand: Trunk Pacific 
Railway Company to acquire their right of way through lots 782 and 788, Cariboo 
District, B.C. (File No. 3452-19.) 
Judgment reserved. Railway Company to make its submissions in writing. 
5249. Application of the Pacific Land and Townsites Company, Ltd., Vancouver, 
B.C., for an order directing the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to construct 
_ and maintain a depot between Willow avenue and Pine street, on the G.T.P. Railway 
in D.L. 788, Willow River, B.C., also to construct and maintain adequate side tracks 
to conserve future interests of Willow River upon D.L. 788, and to stop between Pine 
street and Willow avenue, on D.L. 788 all passenger trains and way freight trains. 
(File No. 19272.) 

_Judgment reserved. Railway company to make its submissions in writing. 

5250. Application of the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway and Naviga- 
tion Company for authority to expropriate certain lands in the New Westminster dis- 
trict, part of the lands being required for the purpose of diverting the Gunn Road and 
at manette Road and part for the purpose of providing an overhead crossing over the 
tracks of the said railway company at the North Road; also for an order closing por- 
* tions of the Gunn Road and Brunette Road; and in the matter of Order No. 19928, 
dated July 30, 1918, directing the applicant company to construct a steel bridge over its 
tracks on the line of the North Road, ete. 
iS The board will consider representations of interested municipalities respecting the 
< protection to be provided at North Road, also as to necessity for a permanent retaining 
_ wall at this point. (File No. 572-33.) 
= Order made rescinding Order No. 19928, dated July 30, 1918, and directing that 
: a close board fence be erected and aamitaiod along the whole length of the piling 

_ between the retaining wall and the highway at the point in question; work to be com- 
a pleted by the 15th of February, 1915. See Order No. 23174. 
a 5251. Application of the city of Vancouver, B.C., for an order directing the con- 
; struction of highways on Hastings, Pender, Keefer and Harris streets, by way of 
overhead bridges or viaducts, over the railway of the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern 
Railway and Navigation Company at its intersection of said streets. 

(Note.) The parties will speak to the question as to whether the construction of 
the viaducts on Hastings, Pender, Keefer and Harris streets will be proceeded with or 
not. (File No. 20062.) 
ae Order made rescinding Order 17840 and directing the railway company to erect 
'€rossing signs at said crossings. -See Order No. 23074. 

5252. Application of the Department of Public Works for authority to construct 
level crossing over the G.N.R. at a point just east of White Rock Station, B.C. and 
20c—74 
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Application of the municipality of Surrey for a grade crossing over the line of the 
Great Northern Railway opposite Martin street, White Rock: (File No. 25046.) 

Order made granting the application. See Order No. 23035. 

5253. Application of the municipal council of New Westminster re dangerous 
crossing of the Great Northern Railway Company over Front: street near the inter- 
section of Columbia street opposite the penitentiary, New Westminster. (File No. 
9437-1221.) 

Order made directing the G.N.R. Co., to install an approved type of automatic bell 
at the said crossing and to maintain the same at its own expense, 20 per cent of the cost 
of installing the bell to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund. See Order 
No. 28047. 

5254. Application of the Stoltze Manufacturing Company of Ruskin, B.C., for a 
joint tariff reducing the switching charge on cars of shingles from their mill on the 
Western Canada Power Company’s railroad to the junction with the Canadian Pacifie 
Railway at Ruskin, B.C. (Tile No. 25025.) 

Order made that the Canadian Pacific and Western Canada Power Co., jointly 
publish and file supplements to the C.P.R. Co.’s special joint tariffs as set out in the 
order. Order No. 23213 rescinded. See Order 23332. 

5255. Complaint of the Oliver-Scrim Lumber Company of Vancouver, B.C., that 
on a shipment of lumber from South Wellington to Merritt, B.C., consigned to the 
C.P.R. Company, care Kettle Valley Railway Company, they were refused the company’s 
special “ construction” rate, except from Vancouver to Merritt. (File No. 24644.) 

See judgment of Asst. Chief Commissioner Scott, Appendix “ C,” setting out that 
no order will be made in this matter as the board has no jurisdiction over the contract 
between the parties. 

5256. Application by Union Steamship Co., for approval of a plan of an overhead 
foot bridge from the foot of Carroll street to the premises of the company on the 
water front and over the tracks of the C.P.R. (File No. 12233.) 

No order made. Applicant company to file and serve formal application. 

5257. Application of the municipality of Langley, B.C., regarding highway cross- 
ings over the V.V. & E. Ry. (File No. 25283.’ 

No order made. Railway company to look into the matter with a view to having it) 
satisfactorily settled, and advise the Board. 

5258. Application of the Board of Trade of Alberni, B.C., for an order directing 
the Esquimalt & Nanaimo Railway Company (C.P.R.) to install a permanent station 
agent at Port Alberni, B.C. (File No. 20331.) 

Judgment reserved. Referred to Chief Operating Officer Spencer for report. 

5259. Application of the Corporation of the Township of Esquimalt, B.C., for 
an order directing that proper station accommodation and facilities be provided by 
the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway Company on their line of railway at junction 
with Admirals Road. (File No. 23355.) § 

Order made directing that the E. & N. Ry. Co., forthwith stop its passenger trains 
on flag at Admirals Road in the township of Esquimalt, B.C., and construct a flag 
station shelter at that point; work to be completed within 60 days after the approval 
of the plan. See Order 23214. 3 

5260. Application of the Town of Courtenay, B.C., for an order directing th 
Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway Company to permit the Provincial Government t 
make a road from the company’s freight shed in a northwesterly direction to the Lak 
Trail, a distance approximately of 900 feet, so as to obviate the haul not necessa 
from the Lake Trail Road to the freight shed of approximately’ 5,700 feet. (Fil 
22804.) A 

Application dismissed. 

5261. Application of the municipal council of Dunean, B.C., for an order amend 
ing order of the Board No. 22817, in re dangerous crossing of Esquimalt and Nanaim 
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Railway over the Victoria and Campbell River Trunk Road, south of Duncan, B.C. 
(File No. 9437-1143.) 

Order made directing that the E. & N. Ry. install by the 23rd F ebruary, 1915, an 
improved type of automatic bell at the said crossing, and maintain the said bell at its 
own expense, 20 per cent of cost of installation to be paid out of The Railway Grade 
Crossing Fund. Order 22817 rescinded. See Order 23058. 

5262. Re Tariff permitting dried fruit and liquors being mixed with carloads of 
groceries in fifth class. (File No. 18755-21.) 

Application to be put in writing and then considered by the Board. 


5263. Re cost of maintaining crossings at Chemanus and Duncan. (Case 3339.) 
Order made directing the municipality to move the crossing from its present loca- 
tion to a point 1,350 feet south of Mile Post 41. Order No. 6642 rescinded. See 
- Order No. 20812. 
5264. Application by Indian Commissioner (Victoria, B.C.) concerning the fenc- 
ing of certain Indian lands on the railways on Vancouver Island. (File No. 9994-199.) 
Mr. McKenna, Indian agent, to file a statement. 


5265. Application of the Provincial Government of British Columbia to grant 
permission to the O.P.R. to issue free transportation to persons without funds in 
Hosmer, B.C. (File No. 25349.) 

Board stated that it would offer no objection to any arrangement the railway 
company and the Government of British Columbia might make in regard to the mat- 
ter. ; 

5266. Complaint of the Massey-Harris Company of Brantford, Ont., regarding 
connection of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway with the Toronto, Hamilton and 
Buffalo Railway and construction of the L. E. & N. Ry., through the Massey-Harris 
Company’s lands in the city of Brantford, Ontario. (Files Nos. 18034:74 and 
18034-31.) 

Stands. Parties to endeavour to settle. If no settlement reached matter will be 
heard at sittings of the Board in Toronta on the 11th inst. 

5267. Complaint of the Kingston Board of Trade that the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company is about to discontinue its train service leaving Kingston at 6 a.m. daily, 
except Sunday, and leaving Toronto 6 p.m. daily, except Sunday. (File No. 21243.) 

No order made. Board directed that the Kingston Board of Trade be sent a 
copy of the evidence. 

a 5268. Complaint of James Torrance, M.P.P., and James B. Lackie, Newton, Ont., 
against change of train service on the G.T.R. between Listowel and Stratford. 

Board directed that service be given for high school pupils by way freight until 
the 18th December. 

5269. Application of the Lachine, Jacques Cartier and Maisonneuve Ry. Co., 
under section 159, for approval of the location of the right of way across the lands 
of the Montreal Tramways Company in lot No. 340 of the parish of St. Laurent, 
P.Q. And application of the Montreal Tramways Company for a further hearing of 
said application. (File No. 14329.15.) 

Board’s engineer to furnish an estimate of the cost of raising the grade sufficiently 

to give a clearance of 15 feet 6 inches or a clearance of 21 feet 6 inches above the 
‘ground. 
5270. Application of the Yukon Gold Company, under sections 26 and 167, for 
an order requiring the Klondike Mines Railway Company. at its own expense, to 
elevate its tracks to an average height of fifteen feet above their present level over 
the following sections of the railway situate in Bonanza creek, in the Yukon Territory, 
namely: From the Upper Boundary line of claim 80 to the Lower Boundary line of 
claim 97 below discovery and from the Upper Boundary line of Claim 20 to the Lower 
Boundary line of Claim 29 below discovery. (Adjourned hearing.) 

See judgment of Chief Commissioner. Appendix “C.” 
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5271. Application of the Corporation of the City of Hamilton, Ont., for an order 
directing the Hamilton Radial Electric Railway Co., to carry out the provisions 
of Order No. 15241, in connection with the construction of a highway from the 
northerly terminus of Birch avenue to Gilkison street, Hamilton, Ontario, (File 
No. 17347.) 

Order made directing the Hamilton Radial Electric Railway Company to re- — 
locate its tracks on the ground provided for it on Sherman Inlet in the city of Ham- — 
ilton, and the Hamilton Cataract Power, Light and Traction Co., to remove its — 
transmission line to the new location. Work to be completed by May 1, 1915. i 
See Order 28219. : 

5272. Application of the Corporation of the City of Hamilton, Ont., for an Order — 
directing the G.T.R. Company to establish and maintain gates with watchman where ~ 
the main line of the company crosses Gage avenue, formerly Trolley street, being the : 
original allowance for road between lots 6 and 7, in the township of Barton, now in : 
the city of Hamilton, Ont. (File No. 9437-844.) : 
Order made directing the G.T.R. to install gates at the said crossing to be oper- 
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ated by day and night watchmen. Work to be completed by June 1, 1915. Twenty — 
per eent, of cost of installation to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund. — 
See Order No. 230380. : 
5273. Application of the Corporation of the City of Hamilton, Ont., for an Order — 
directing the T. H. & B. Ry. Co., and the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to 
construct a new highway bridge carrying the line of King street, in the city of Ham- 
ilton, over the tracks of the company at the intersection of King street and the 
Toronto Branch of the T. H. & B. Ry. Company. (Adjourned hearing.) (File No.~ 
24499.) 
Judgment reserved. Referred to the Board’s engineer for report. i 
5974, Petition of W. O. Sealey and others, residents and property owners in the — 
vicinity of Hunter street, Hamilton, Ont., re railway traffic on Hunter street and ask- 
ing that the level crossings along Hunter street should be abolished by depressing — 
and covering the railway tracks of the Toronto, Hamilton & Buffalo Ry. Co. (File™ 
No. 20161.) ; 
Stands adjourned pending effort on the part of the parties interested to reach a 
settlement. e 
5275. Application of the T. H. & B. Ry. and the G. T. R. Companies, under 
sections 26, 222, and 227, for authority to discontinue operating over the sidings or 
spurs from the railways of the said applicants upon the premises of the Berlin 
Machine Works, Limited, in the city of Hamilton, Ont. (File No. 6664, Case No. | 
2818.) / 
Reserved, parties to submit further argument. . 
5278. Applieation of the rural municipality of Brokenshell No. 68, Sask., for 
an order directing the Canadian Northern Railway Company to build a bridge over 
a creek at mileage 5-2 on its Moosejaw subdivision where the railway company have- 
taken the road allowance. 
And application of the C.N.R. Co. under section 287, for authority to cross and 
divert the north and south road between sections 10 and 11-7-18 W. 2 M. Sask. (Fil 
No. 8262.52.) 
Order made dismissing the application, but authorizing the O. N. R. Co. to er 
and divert the north and south road as applied for. Work to be completed by May ie 
1915. See Order 23085. 
5277. Petition of the residents of the city and district of Moosejaw, Sask., fo 
an order directing the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to construct a subwa, 
under its tracks at Seventeenth avenue, Moosejaw, Sask. (File No. 18620.) 
Order made refusing application for subway, the city of Moosejaw to place 
man at the crossing for three or four days for the purpose of preparing and submi 
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_ statement of trains that pass over crossing for one week. 


5278. Application of the town of Weyburn, Saskatchewan, for a transfer track 
between the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway and the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 


_ panies at Weyburn, Sask. (File No. 6713-70.) 


Application withdrawn. 

5279. Application of the Carnduff Board of Trade and village adjacent to 
Frobisher, Sask., for an order directing that a transfer switch be constructed between 
the Grand Tink Pacific Railway and the Canadian Pacific Railway Companies at 
Frobisher, Sask. (Re-hearing.) (File No. 6713.73.) 

Board decided that matter should be allowed to stand. See judgment of Com- 
missioner A. S. Goodeve, dated January 24, 1915. Appendix “ 0.” 

5280. Application of the Board of Trade of Moosejaw, Sask., for an order direct- 
ing the Canadian Northern and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies to establish a 
transfer track at Rosetown, Sask. (File No. 6713-39.) 

See judgment of Commissioner A. S. Goodeve, Appendix “ 0.” 

5281. Application of the Moosejaw Board of Trade, Moosejaw, Sask., for an order 
directing the Canadian Pacific, Canadian Northern, and Grand Trunk Pacific Rail- 
way Companies to establish transfer tracks for interswitching purposes at Moosejaw, 
Sask. (File No. 6713.68.) 

Order made dismissing the application. 

See order No. 22098. 

5282. Complaint of the Board of Trade and city of Moosejaw, Sask., relative to 
delay by the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company in completing its line to Moose- 
jaw and the erection of a station there, and the taking up of expropriation proceedings 
to take the additional lands required for terminal facilities in the city of Moosejaw, 


Sask. (File No: 10863.62.) 


Board decided matter should be allowed to remain in abeyance for the present. 


Railway companies to endeavour to come to a satisfactory arrangement in regard to 
joint terminals. 


5283. Application of Messrs. S. A. Hamilton Company, Ltd., of Moosejaw, Sask., 


for a transfer track between the Canadian Northern and Canadian Pacific Railway 


Companies at Hawick, Alberta, or as an alternative, an order for the issuance of a 
joint freight tariff on coal by the Canadian Northern Railway and Canadian Pacifie 
Railway Companies between Drumheller and Moosejaw, Sask., via the City of Calgary, 
Alberta. (File No. 6713.91.) 
Order made dismissing the application. See order 23076. 

_ 5284. The Dominion Express Company will be required to speak to the question 
whether the words “or from conditions beyond its control” in clause (C), and the 
words “beyond its control” in clause (H), rule 5 of the Terms and Conditions 


embodied in the Express Merchandise Receipt, exempting the said company from 
liability for loss, damage or delay where negligence does not arise by default of the 


express company, but by default of the railway company. (File No. 3507, case No. 
219.) 
Judgment reserved. 
5285. Complaint of J. E. Neuert of Invermay, Sask. against the Canadian 
Northern Railway Company proposed closing of crossing at roadway between sections 
2 and 11, W. 2 M., at Invermay, Sask. (File No. 342.4.) 

Order made authorizing the Canadian Northern Railway Co. to construct a 
highway ¢ crossing over its tracks at the point in question. See order 23178. 

5286. Petition of the rural municipality of Abernethy, No. 186, on behalf of 
farmers of the Balcarres district, for an order directing the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company to construct a crossing between sections 22 and 23-21-12 W. 2M., ata 
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point west of Balearres, Sask., at the water tank known as “ Cotton.” (File No. 
965.25). 

Order made directing the C.P.R. Co. to construct a diversion of the highway as 
therein set forth, work to be completed by May 15, 1915, subject to the conditions set | 
forth in the order. See Order 23398. - 

5287. Application of Joseph James, of Actinolite, Ontario, for a settlement of | 
the minutes of the order in connection with alleged trespass on the property of the | 
applicant, lots 2 and 3, concession 4, township of Elzevir, Ont., by the Bay of Quinte — 
Railway Company. (Adjourned hearing.) (File No. 369.) 

Order made directing the Bay of Quinte Railway Company to remove any station . 
or building off the lands of the applicant and restraining them from erecting any — 
station buildings or freight sheds on that part of the located line of the company on 
the property of the applicant south of the old right of way of the Toronto and Ottawa — 
railway. Permission given to applicant to construct a subway subject to ae 


set forth in order. - See Order 23040. 

5288. In ve highway crossing of the Grand Trunk Railway Company over the 
first highway east of Clarkson station, Ontario. ; 

Norr.—The board will consider the matter of the distribution of costs. (File No. 
9437.802.) 

See judgment of the Chief Commissioner, Appendix “ ©.” 

5289. Application of the Grand Trunk Railway Company for approval of renewal 
of bridge No. 317. across public highway at mile post 91.75 near Wyevale, county of 
Simeoe, 14th district, Ontario. (File No. 24775.) 

Order made granting the application. 

5290. Complaint of the township of Amaranth, Ontario, against the C. P. R. 
Co.’s bridge No. 6.3, on its Teeswater subdivision, and that the conditions are sucha 
that the railway bridge renders the highway unsafe for travel. (File No. 5568.4.) . 

Engineers of the parties interested to endeavour to come to an understanding in 
this matter. 

5291. Application of the London and Lake Erie Railway and Transportation 
Company, under section 167, for an order approving change in location of the 
proposed connection with the Michigan Central Railroad Company within the city | 
limits of the city of St. Thomas, Ontario, and for an order authorizing a connection é 
with the same company at the west end of the city of St. Thomas, Ontario. (File ~ 
No. 6713.36.) : 

Board directed that an order issue upon conditions as settled by the board. 

5292. Application of Isaac Roskelly Landmaid, of the township of Whitby, 
Ontario, under section 2638, for an order directing the Toronto Eastern Railway 
Company to provide and construct a suitable farm crossing where the company’s 
railway intersects his farm on lot 20, concession 2, township of Whitby, Ontario. 
(File No. 15881.62.) 

No order made, the railway company agreed to bring the crossing up to the 
standard required by the Board as soon as the weather conditions permit. 

5298. Application of the residents in the neighbourhood of Listowel and Strat 
ford for continuance by the Grand Trunk Railway Company of mixed train service 
after the end of the present school term. (File No. 25212.) 

Order made directing the G. T. R. Co. to change the time of its train No. 191 
to leave Stratford 7.50 a.m. and arrive at Palmerston 9.15 a.m., timing it at Listowe 
8.45 a.m. or 8.48 a.m. if desired to meet the opposing train at the latter time. 8 
order No. 23081. 

5294. Complaint of the Board of Trade and town of Deseronto, Ont., against th 
train service at Deseronto, inaugurated by the Canadian Northern Ontario Railwa 
Company, as shown in its new time table effective October 19, 1915. File N 
17090.) . 
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See judgment of Chief Commissioner, dated February 19, appendix “©,” to the 

effect that under the circumstances it is not possible for the board to make any order, 
but directing that the present service of the railway company must not be further 
reduced. : 
5295. Application of the C. L. O. & W. Ry. Co., for authority to close George 
street, Cobourg, Ontario, on a line immediately south of the OC. L. O. & W. Ry. 
tracks to a point on a line with the north boundary of the G. T. R. Co.’s right of way 
in the town of Cobourg, Ontario. (File No. 3701.282.) 

Board directed that the G. T. R. Co. have an opportunity of electing to move 
-the stationmaster’s house and to take the property from the OC. P. R. Co. 

5296. Application of the C. P. R. Co., for rehearing in the matter of the crossing 
of Dundas street by the OC. P. R. in the township of Toronto, Ontario, authorized 
to be constructed by Order No. 21913; also consideration of the matter of protection 
of the C. P. R. crossing at Hurontario street, being between lots 15 and 16, concession 
1, township of Toronto, mile 15-25. (File 22282.) 

Order made rescinding order No. 21931 upon the condition that the applicant 
company install by July 20 an automatic bell at the said crossing. See order 23726. 

5297. Application of the municipality of Scarboro, Ontario, for an order directing 
the C. L. O. & W. Ry. Co., to construct a subway under its railway between concessions 
3 and 4, opposite the side road between lots 12 and 13, concession 4, at mileage 180-69; 

-and application of the C. L. O. & W. Ry. Co., under section 237, for authority to cross 
the highway between concessions 3 and 4, township of Scarboro, county of York, 
at mileage 180-69 from Glen Tay, and to divert the said highway in a northeasterly 
direction to the road allowance between lots 12 and 13, concession 4, in the said town- 
ship, and to close up that portion of the said road allowance lying within the company’s 
right of way, and also to construct its line of railway across the said road allowance. 
(File No. 3701-124.) 

Application dismissed. 

5298. Application of the corporation of the city of Toronto, Ontario, under sec- 
tions 237 and 238, for authority to reconstruct the bridge at Moore Avenue, partly in 
the city of Toronto and partly in the township of York, carrying the highway over the 
tracks of the belt line of the Grand Trunk Railway Company. 

(Note). The board will consider the question as to whether the 20 per cent 
directed by order No. 22304, dated ‘July 31, 1914, to be paid by the township of York 
should be paid by the township of York or the county of York. (Adjourned hearing.) 
(File No. 23190.) ' 

Order made authorizing the city of Toronto, at its own expense to make the neces- 
Sary repairs to the sidewalks on the bridge at Moore ave. Order No. 22305 rescinded. 
See Order No. 23053. 

5299. Application of the G.T.R. Co., under section 222, for authority to construct 
a siding and spurs therefrom from a point on the Toronto Belt Line Railway west of 
Yonge Street, in the city of Toronto, thence extending to and into the premises of the 
Elias Rogers Coal Co. (File No. 22333-18.) 

Application dismissed. 

5300. Complaint of the Canada Foundry Co., Ltd. of Toronto, Ontario, relative 
to agreement between the applicants and the Michigan Central Railroad Company in 
connection with siding to structural steel plant at Shipyard, Ontario. (Adjourned 
hearing.) (File No. 22327.) 

Judgment reserved. r 

5301. Application of the city of Toronto, Ontario, for an order regulating and 
limiting the use of steam whistles and the ringing of bells on engines, within the 
limits of the city of Toronto. (File No. 8342-4.) 

Judgment reserved. Board’s Chief Traffic Officer to report in the matter. 
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5302. Railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board will be required 
to speak to the question as to why in the case of a steam railway crossing an electric 
railway, where there is a heavy movement by the electric railway and only an infre- 
quent movement by the steam railway, the employees on the train of the steam railway 
should not operate the plant when desiring to make a crossing, leaving it normally 
clear for the electric railway. (File No. 25177). 

See judgment of Chief Commissioner, Appendix “CO”. 

5303. Application of the Board of Trade of Toronto, Ont., for an order adding ~ 
crayons to the stationery list of the Canadian freight classification. (File No. — 
19367-42.) 

Application dismissed. 

5804. Complaint of the Milton Pressed Brick Company, against the proposed 
increase in the rate of the G. T. R. and OC. P. R. companies on brick from Milton to 
Toronto, from 3 cents to 34 cents per 100 lbs.; the schedules covering which were — 
suspended by the Board’s Order No. 19973 of August 1, 1913. (Re-hearing.) (File — 
No. 22583.) 

No action necessary, the Grand Trunk & Canadian Pacific Railway Companies — 
having advised the Board that their new tariff on building material, effective January 
15, 1914, shows the rate on brick carloads from Milton to Toronto 33 cents and that this 
was an error and that the rate of 3 cents has been restored. 

5305. Complaint of the Milton Pressed Brick Company, and the Toronto Pressed — 
Brick and Terra Cotta Company, against the increase of one half cent per 100 lbs., in © 
the special mileage rates on brick since August 15, 1914, for distances over 90 miles to — 
750 miles. (File No. 24852.) 

Judgment reserved. 

5306. Application of the Halton Brick Company for restoration of the rate of 3 — 
cents per 100 Ibs. on brick from Terra Cotta, Ontario, to Toronto, which rate was — 
advanced to 3% cents August 1, 1912 (Adjourned at Toronto sittings, September 22, — 
1914.) (File No. 243868.) 

No action necessary, the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific railway companies 
having advised the board that their new tariff on building material, effective January 
15, 1915, shows the rate on brick carloads from Milton to Toronto 34 cents and that this © 
was an error and that the rate of 3 cents has been restored. a 

5307. Complaint of the Canadian Manufacturers’ Association and the Toronto — 
Board of Trade against the increased rates on brick and sand from Cooksville to 4 
Toronto which were suspended by the Board’s Order No. 21327 of February 10, 1914. — 
(File No. 23832.) , 

No action necessary, the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific Ry. Cos. having 
advised the Board that their new tariff on building material, effective January 153 
1915, shows the rate on brick carloads from Milton to Toronto, 3} cents, and that this 
was an error, and that the rate of 3 cents has been restored. 

5308. Complaint of the Canadian Manufacturers’ Association and the York Sand 
and Gravel Company against the increased rates on brick from Port Credit to Toronto, — 
and on sand from York to. North Toronto, which were suspended by the Board’s Order 2 
No. 21326 of February 10, 1914. (File No. 23833.) 

Judgment reserved as to first part of application. Second part will be considere 
with the general question. Mr. Cowan to be at liberty to put in further evidence. 

5309. Complaint of F. A. Fish, of Toronto, that on coal ex-Niagara frontier, con- — 
signed to Toronto for furtherance, and which is transferred in the same cars for Cana- 
dian Northern destinations, paying the published tariff rate of each company, the 
Canadian Northern illegally makes a “ diversion” charge of $3 per car at Toronto. 
(File No. 24607.) 
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5310. The Railway Companies will be required to justify the proposed cancella- 
tion, January 1, of the arrangements whereby mixed carloads of foreign and native 
liquors, and mixed car'‘oads of 5th class groceries and 4th class dried fruits, are car- 
ried at their respective carload rates between points west of and including Port Arthur, 
and thereto from eastern shipping points. (File No. 18755-21.) 

Order to go for further suspension until the new classification is considered. 

5311. Application of the city of Toronto, Ont., for certain extensions to the free 
area at Toronto within which the tolls of the express companies include collection and 
delivery, the said area being defined by the Board’s Order’ 16468, of May 6, 1912. — (Re- 
hearing.) (File No. 4214-150.) ; 

Judgment reserved. 

5312. Complaint of the O.P.R. Co., against the Ontario Hydro-Electric Power 
Commission constructing power crossing over the C.P.R. at mileage 0-62, St. Mary’s 
subdivision, without regard for the order af the Board respecting clearance of wires. 
(File No. 25251.) 

Hydro-E‘ectric to bring the crossing up to standard requirements within ten days 
and to notify the Board when this is done so that an inspection can be made. 

5313. Application of the corporation of the city of Toronto, Ont., under section 
237, for an order authorizing the construction of a subway under the tracks of the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company at Main street, Toronto, Ont. (File No. 24822.) 

Struck off the list. 

5814. Complaint of the Board of Trade of Fort Frances, Ont., against discon- 

-tinuance by the Canadian Northern Railway Company, November 28, 1914, of local 
passenger and mail trains, Nos. 21 and 22, between Winnipeg and Fort Frances. (File 
No. 25230.) 

Complaint struck off the list. 

5315. Application of the Canadian Oil Companies, Ltd., for authority to construct 
a spur track crossing Gordon avenue, Winnipeg, Manitoba, to and into the premises 
of the Canadian Oil Companies, Ltd., from the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company. (File No. 22318-24.) 

No order made. Leave given to the applicant companies to renew the apptication 
when conditions warrant it. 

5316. Application of the city of Winnipeg, Manitoba, for certain extensions to the 
express cartage limits as fixed by Order No. 22246, 

Also, application of G. J. Robins, of 696 Mulvey avenue, Winnipeg, for inclusion 
of the said address within the said free area. (File No. 4214-145.) 

Application withdrawn. 

5317. Application of the C.P.R. Co., for an order authorizing it to remove spur 
tracks at Stonewall, constructed for John Gunn and H. Williams and Co., also spur 
at Airedale, constructed for Williams Quarry Co. Also spur at Gunns, constructed 
for John Gunn; also spur at Dunton, constructed for Donald Gunn; all now used by 
the Manitoba Qiarrigs Ltd. (File No. 25167.) 
| Struck off the list with permission to have the matter brought up again by either 
_party upon notice. 

5318. Application C.P.R. to take up spur track at Tyndall, Man., constructed by 
the Company for John Gunn. (File No. 25322.) 

Struck out. To be brought up on the request of either party on notice. 

5319. Application of the C.P.R. Co. for authority to remove spur track at Tyndall, 
Man., constructed for the Tyndall Quarries, Ltd. (File No. 25324.) 

Struck out. To be brought up on the request of either party on notice. 

5820. Application on behalf of certain property owners in the city of Brandon, 
am re Order of the Board No. 17210, dated August 7, 1912. 
. Order made. 
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5321. Complaint Rainy River District Board of Trade, Fort Frances, Ont., 
against the discontinuance of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s Nos. 21 and 
22 between Winnipeg and Fort Frances. File No. 25230. 

No order made. 

5322. Application of the C.N.R. Co.; for authority to remove the connection — 
between the O.P.R. and the Winnipeg Joint Terminal tracks at Higgins avenue, 
Winnipeg, Man. (File No. 23815.) 

Order made refusing the application. The parties are to endeavour to agree 
upon terms of use of the track north of Higgins ave. If parties cannot agree Board — 
will fix the terms. iy 

5323. Application of the city of Winnipeg for a subway at Maple street, Winni- — 
peg, Man. (File No. 482-2.) 

. Order made refusing the application except as to the pedestrian subway. If 
the parties cannot agree upon the latter then the Board will settle any dispute. 

5324. Application of the municipality of Assiniboia for the extension of express 
delivery limits or in the alternative for the establishment of branch offices or depots 
or Union Office or Union Depot. (File No. 4214-469.) : 

Judgment reserved. Board to visit the locus. 

5325. Application of the Canadian Oil Companies, Limited, for authority to — 
construct a spur track crossing Gordon ave., Winnipeg, Man., to and into the premises — 
of the said Canadian Oil Companies, Limited, from the line of the C.P.R. (File No. 
22318.24.) 

No order made. Permission granted to the applicant companies to renew the — 
application when the conditions warrant it. : 

5326. Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Co. to speak to the question of the method — 
of operating the interlocking plant at Dewdney street, Regina, Sask. (File No. 21061.) ; 

Judgment reserved. ‘ 

5327. Applications of the municipality of West Kildonan, Manitoba, for cross-_ 
ings over the tracks of the Selkirk Branch of the C.P.R. at Enniskillen, Kenilworth — 
ave., and Park Manor Boulevard, D. G. S. 29. (File No. 24875.) * 

Order made granting the application at the expense of the municipality. See — 
sia’ 23141. ¥ 

5328. Complaint of municipality of Riverside regarding the removal of C.N.R. § 
Ratt” agent at Margaret, Man. (File No. 4293-28.) ‘i 

Order made authorizing the C.N.R. to discontinue the station agent at Margaret 
until April 1, 1915. After that date caretaker to be appointed. See Order No. 23189. 

5329. Request of C. N. R. to remove station agent from Lorette, Manitoba. File 
No. 4205-22. z 

Order made authorizing the Ry. Co. to discontinue the services of station — 
agent at Lorette, province of Manitoba. Company to appoint a caretaker in his 
stead. See Order 23072. 

5330. Application of the Fort William Board of Trade for an order directing iu 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company to provide local freight sheds at Fort William, — 
separate from wharf sheds. (File No. 24808.) ba 

Application dismissed. : 


ay 


5331. Application of the Fort William Board of Trade for the abolition of the 
charge of one cent per 100 lbs., minimum $5 per ear, for switching goods for or from 
steamers between sidings and docks at Fort William as shown in the C.P.R. Co.’s © 

tariff C_R.C. No. W-1919, page 6. (File No. 24994.) 

Order made refusing the application. See Order 23281. 

5332. Application of the Fort William Board of Trade for an order a 
the railway companies to arrange for a cartage service at Fort William and Po 
Arthur, and to collect the cost of the said service from the consignees of the Fort 
William and Port Arthur shippers. (File No. 18663-38.) 

Order made dismissing the application. See order No. 23280. 


+’ 
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5333. Application of the Fort William Board of Trade for an order requiring 
the railway companies to include in their present rates westbound from Fort William 
the charges for wharfage on goods passing over their docks at Fort \ illiam and 


- reshipped west. (File No. 24809.) 


Order made refusing the application. See judgment of Asst. Chief Commissioner, 
dated February 4, 1915. Appendix “Q.” . See order No. 23289. ; 

5334, Application of the Board of Trade of Fort William, Ont., for an order 
rescinding order of the board No. 14988, of August 10, 1911, defining restricted limits 
for collection and delivery of express freight, and requiring express companies to 
collect and deliver throughout the corporate limits of Fort William, Ont. (File No. 
4214.96.) 

No order made. 

5835. Complaint of the Board of Trade of Redcliff, Alta., that the additional 
tolls charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for switching cars to and 
from the industrial spurs at Redcliff are excessive and discriminatory. (File No. 
24517.) 

Judgment reserved. O.P.R. Co. to furnish the Board with a statement showing. 
the number of carloads shipped in from the 1st January, 1914, to the 30th November, 
1914, and the rates charged. 

5336. Application of the city of Medicine Hat, Alberta, for an order rescind- 
ing Order of the Board 19824, dated July 11, 1913, authorizing the construction of a 
subway where the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company cross (Esplanade) 
River street, in the city of Medicine Hat, Alberta. 

This matter is sét down for the purpose of considering the petition of the resi- 
dents of the city of Medicine Hat and taking of evidence in regard to it. (File No. 
21979.) 

_ City to prepare plans of a bridge at Ottawa street and estimate of cost within 
three months and submit ‘same to the Board. <A copy of the plan to be sent to the 
O.P.R. and to Mr. O’Neail. 

5337. Application of the Erie and Ontario Railway Company, under section 361, 
for sanction and approval of agreement of amalgamation between the Erie and 
Ontario Railway Company and the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway Com- 
pany. (File No. 25153.) : 

_ Order made granting application. 

5338. Application of the Atlantic Fruit Company, New York, for the same rules, 
regulations and rates covering reconsignment and diversion of bananas, in carloads, as 
now apply to citrous fruits from California. (File No. 25022.) 

Application dismissed without prejudice to the applicants renewing the same after 
the 1st February, 1915. 

5339. Application municipality of West Kildonan. for crossing over tracks of 
C.P.R. Co., Park Manor Boulevard, D.G.S. 29, Kildonan, Man. (File No. 24877.) 

Application withdrawn. 5 
5340. Application municipality of West Kildonan in the province of Manitoba, 
fof authority to construct a highway crossing over the tracks of the Selkirk branch of 
the C.P.R. Co. at Kenilworth ave., D.G.S. 6, Kildonan, Man. (File No. 24876.) 

Order made granting the application. See order 28141. . 

53841. Application of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company for 
approval of location of its second track from point west of Wragg street, Trenton, 
Ontario, marked “A” to a point marked “F” near Joseph street, shown on plan 
filed with the Board, and for approval of crossing by the said tracks of Dundas street, 
King street and Joseph street, and for authority to run this track along Division 
street and Queen street, subject to terms of agreement dated the 24th of June, 1910. 
(File No. 22806.) : 

Order made in the terms of the agreement to be filed by the applicant. 
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5342. Re Moncton and Buctouche Railway Company and Buctouche Railway 


and Transportation Company agreement. 

Nore.—This matter is set down for the purpose of giving the Moncton and- 
Buctouche Railway Company an opportunity of presenting an argument respecting © 
the agreement. (File No. 16994.) . 

See judgment of Chief Commissioner, Appendix “C”. 

5343. In the matter of the height of platforms at outlying stations. 

(Note.)—The Board will consider the question as to whether an order should 
issue directing the New York Central & Hudson River Railroad to raise its station: 
platforms to the height of nine inches above rail level. (File No. 25180.) 

Railway Company to put in baulk line. : : 

8344, The Grand Trunk, Grand Trunk Pacific, Canadian Pacific, and Canadian 
Northern Railway Companies, or any of them, will be required to show cause why the 
standard regulation of the Board as to the opening of new lines should not be change 
so as to provide that in addition to filing the standard mileage tariff, applicable ‘ 
traffic on the portion of the railway to be opened, the appropriate class or town tariffs 
the mileage commodity tariffs, and the special tariffs on grain to Fort William, ete., 
and on lumber from British Columbia, should also be filed. (File No. 25343.) ) 

Order made. The Railway Companies subject to the Board’s jurisdiction making ; 
application to open for traffic are required to publish and file appropriate iota 
special class or town tariffs, mileage commodity tariffs, and special tariffs on grain to 
the Lake Superior terminals, and on lumber from British Columbia. See general 
order 134. | 

5345. Railway Companies are required to speak to the question of having publie 
time-tables printed and distributed for the public notice ten days before same take effect 
and to furnish the Board with copies of working time-tables, or notices of eancellatio 
of trains seven days prior to effective date. (Cireular No. 138.) (File No. 24942.) 

Board directed that the parties confer with the Board’s chief operating office 
and arrange the matter to his satisfaction. 

5346. The Pere Marquette Railroad is required to speak to the proposed chang 
of time January 4, trains 91 from London cancelled, Nos. 1 and 4, cancelled west o 
Blenheim, also Blenheim and Sarnia No. 14. (File No. 24942.) 

Board directed that the parties confer with the Board’s chief operating officer an 
arrange the matter to his satisfaction. 

5347. Application of the Kettle Valley Railway Company, under section 227, for 
authority to cross with its tracks the right of way of the Canadian Northern Pacifie 
Railway at Hope, B.C. . (File No. 11738.118.) 

Order made granting the application subject to conditions set forth in ord 
(See Order 23180.) ‘ 

5348. Complaint of Robert Trudel et al against the withdrawal by the Canadi 
Northern Railway Company, September 19, 1914, of the second-class fare betw 
Quebee and Valcartier. (File No 25178.) 

Judgment reserved. 


her 


Fat 


the 


BST 


’ 


eM EDA ge gata tty 


4 


to aw 


proposed advance in rates on pulpwood to Mechanicsville via Boston and Maine Rail- 
road published in C. P. R. supplement 1 to CG. R. C. No. E-2847 and Grand Tru 
Supplement 14 to C. R. O. No. E-2588. (Adjourned hearing.) (File No. 25316.) 

Board directed that tariffs be suspended pending decision of the Board. 


5350. Hearing of the applications of the Taylor Milling & Elevator Company, 
the Ellison Milling & Elevator Company of Lethbridge, Alberta, protesting against t 
proposed cancellation of the joint through rates from Lethbridge to points in Briti 
Columbia prescribed by the Board’s order 20462 of October 2, 1913, the notice | 
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cancellation to take effect January 1, 1915, having been suspended by Order 22989, of 

December 17, 1914. (File No. 25273.) — - 

Cancellation disallowed by consent of parties, the original tariffs to remain in force. 

5351. Application of the Toronto Board of Trade for an order disallowing 
supplement No.5 to G. T. R. Tariff C. R. CG. No. E-2859, supplement 15 to C. P. R. 
Tariff C. R. C. No. E-2715, and supplement 2 to C. N. R. Tariff O. R. O. No. E-386, 
in so far as they propose, from the 26th instant to increase the special mileage rates on 
vegetables loaded in refrigerator cars to the regular classification ratings. (File 
No. 18855.8.) 

Judgment reserved. 

5352. Application of the China Clay Company, of Montreal, P.Q., for commodity 
rates on china clay from Huberdeau, P.Q., equal to or approximating the import rates 
on the same article from Montreal to Cornwall, Campbellford, Dundas, East Angus, 

- Espanola, Georgetown, Hamilton, Merritton, Niagara Falls, Port Hope, St. Catharines, 

- Sault Ste. Marie and Toronto. (File No. 24988.) 

Order made dismissing the application. See Order No. 23448. 

5353. Application of E. W. Roberts, of Montreal, P.Q., for a special winter rate 
on unrossed green pulpwood which shall equal that applied on dry peeled wood by 
applying the weight per cord of dry wood to the green wood. (File No. 25331.). 

Judgment reserved. 2 

5354. Application of the South Shore Board of Trade for detailed information to 
be shown on Bell Telephone Company’s bills for long distance calls. (File No. 
3574,135.) bis 

Application withdrawn. 

5855. Application of the city of Lachine, P.Q., under section 237, for an order 
directing the Grand Trunk Railway Company to open, provide and construct a suitable 
_ tunnel for public use at the intersection of 6th Avenue on the south side and of 7th 

Avenue on the north side of the railway, in the city of Lachine, P.Q. 

(Note.) The board will consider the question of the distribution of costs. (Tile 
No. 9437.1191.) 

Application granted subject to conditions set forth in order. (See Order 23369.) 

5356. Application of John E. Molson, of Montreal, P.Q., respecting approval of 
span diagrams of Iberville and De Fleurimont streets, (Lachine, Jacques Cartier and 
Maisonneuve Railway Co.) in the city of Montreal, P.Q. (File No. 14329-13.) 

Order made rescinding Orders 16181 and 17763 in so far as they authorize the said 
railway to be constructed across Iberville and De Fleurimont streets, in the city. of 
Montreal. Applicant company authorized to cross Iberville street by means of a 

‘bridge. (See Order 23322.) ; 

5357. Application of the Canadian Northern Quebee Railway Company, under 
| sections 222 and 237, for authority to construct sidings across Stadacona and Marlboro 
_ streets in Hochelaga ward, Montreal, P.Q. (File No. 22681-25.) 
| Order made granting the application. See Order No. 23390. 

) 5358. Application of the parish of St. Eustache for an order directing the C.N.R. 
to at all times keep the subway at Oka road near St. Eustache free from water and 
clear of snow, as in winter during the bad weather the road will be impassable on 

_ account of accumulation of snow. (File No. 2842-34.) 

Judgment reserved. Board’s engineer to report on question of drainage. 

_ 5859. Application of Narcisse Lalone, St. Genevieve, P.Q., under section 253, for 
an order directing the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company to provide and 
construct a suitable farm crossing across its railway at road on lot 92, parish of St. 
Genevieve, P.Q. (File No. 23948.) 

Application struck off the list. Applicant to have right to reinstate it at any time. 

5360. Application of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway, under section 237, 
for authority to cross the St. Laurent Road in the town of Cartierville, county of 
Jacques Cartier, P.Q. (File No. 2342-105.) 
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Order made granting the application and rescinding Order of the Board No. 18384, 
dated December 23, 1912. (See Order No. 23279.) 

5861. Application of the Canadian Northern Ontario Ry Co., under section O37, 
for authority to cross the Monkland Boulevard in the town of Cartierville, P.Q., in the 
county of Jacques Cartier, P.Q. (File No. 2342-110.) 

Order made granting the application. See Order No. 23389. 

5362. Application of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company, under 
section 237, for authority to divert the Petit Bois Frane Road between the town of 
Cartierville and the parish of St. Laurent, P.Q., temporarily for the purpose of con- — 
structing a trestle and raising the grade of its railway at this point, no diversion to be 
authorized until such time as the Board decides the permanent nature of this crossing — 
(File No. 2342-125.) 

Order made granting the application. Applicant company to pay town of Cartier- 
ville the sum of $12,000 as soon as the Petit Bois France Road is legally clesed at the 
point where the railway crosses the same. See Order 23298. - ‘ 

5363. Application of the Canadian Northern Ontario Ry., under section 237, for 
authority to cross and divert the Petit Bois France Road, on lots 39, 40 and 44, and ditch 
across lot 44, in the town of Cartierville, county of Jacques-Cartier, P.Q. (Tile Ne. 
9342-125.) : 

Order made granting application. Applicant company to pay to the town of Car- 
tierville the sum of $12,000 as soon as the Petit Bois Franc Road is legally closed at_ 
the point where the railway crosses the same. (See Order 23298.) 

5364. Application of the city of Montreal, P.Q., under section 237, for authority — 
to extend as a public highway or street over the right-of-way of the Canadian Northern 
Quebee Railway Co., at Cadillac street, Longue Pointe Ward, Montreal, P.Q. (File 
No. 25054.) , 

Order made granting application. (See Order 23233.) 

5365. Complaint of the town of Lasalle, P.Q., against the diversion of St. Patrick 
street, Lasalle, P.Q., by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company i in connection with the 
construction of the Lachine canal bridge without permission from the municipality. | 
(File No. 1780.) a 

Judgment reserved. Board’s engineer to make inspection and report. ; 

5366, Application of the City of Montreal, P.Q, for an order directing the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway Company to erect gates at Cote des Neiges Road, Cote des Neiges 
Ward, City of Montreal, P.Q., where same is crossed by the tracks of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company. (File No. 9437-565.) t 

Order made amending Order 12321 by providing that during the season of 
navigation the «rossing be protected by watchmen between the hours of 7 a.m. an 
7 p.m. daily. 

5367. Application of the Ontario & Quebec Railway Company (G:P.R) undeal 
section 237, for authority to construct a fourth track of its main line, Eastern Divi- 
sion, across part of Prospect Street, in the City of. Westmount, P.Q. (File No. 
24940.) ; 

Order made granting the application. See Order No. 23897. 

5368. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, under section 29, 
for an order rescinding Order No. 6147, dated January 21st, 1909, as amended by — 
Order No. 10100, dated March 15th, 1910, in so far as said order refers to the charge 
imposed for stop-over at Cartier, Ont., on western grain and grain products in 

carloads consigned to Cartier “for orders” and further authorizing the applicadll 
company to charge the following tolls in addition to. stopover and car service charge R: 
as provided in its tariffs, on all cars remaining on hand at Cartier awaiting further- 
ance orders after the expiration of 72 hours from the time of arrival, viz.:—for the 
first two days—$1.00 per car per day or part thereof, and for each succeeding day— 
$2.00 per day or part thereof. (File No. 8641.) 5 
Judgment reserved. Matter referred to the Board’s chief traffic officer to report on, 


+ 
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5369. Continuation of the inquiry into the tolls and practices with respect to 
interswitching. (File No. 6713. Case No. 2846.) 

Judgment reserved. 

5870. Complaint of the Montreal ‘Corn Exchange Association against the pro- 
posed increase in the rate on grain and grain products from Fort William to points 
in Ontario, Quebec and Maritime Provinces as published in Supplement 24 to O.P.R. 
Tariff C.R.C. No. E-2480, (Note.) The C.P.R. Company will be required to justify 
the proposed increase. (File No. 25483.) 

No order made as to the furtherance or through rates. Railway company gave 
undertaking that supplements will be filed before the effective dates of the tariffs in © 
question striking out from such tariffs the advances in local rates and restoring the 
existing local rates. 

53871. Complaint of the Toronto Board of Trade and Dominion Millers’ Associa- 
tion against the proposed increase in rates on grain and grain products from points 
in Ontario and Quebec to points in the Maritime Provinces published in C.P.R. 
Tariff C.R.C. No. E-2930 and the G.T.R. Tariff O.R.C, No. E-3060. 

(Note.) The railway companies will be required to justify the proposed advances. 
(File No. 17112-1.) 

No order made as to furtherance or through rates. Undertaking given that 
supplement will be filed before the effective date of tariff in question, striking out 
from such tariffs the advances in local rates and restoring the existing local rates. 

53872. Complaint of W. S. Bilton, of Newboro, Ont., against the published 
rates on coal, as excessive, as follows:— 

(a) Ferry rate, Ogdensburg, N.Y., to Prescott; 
(b) G.T.R., Prescott to Lyn; 
(ec) C.N.R., Lyn to Newboro. 

(File No. 25337.) _ 

Order made directing the Grand Trunk & Canadian Northern railway companies 
to publish and file a tariff of joint rates to apply on coal in carloads of a minimum 
weight of 15 tons gross shipped from Prescott. See Order 23875. 

5873. Complaint of the Hamilton & Toronto Sewer Pipe Co., Ltd., of Hamilton, 
Ontario, against the rate charged by the Grand Trunk Railway Company on clay 
from the complainant’s new pit to Hamilton, Ont. (File 25459.) 

No order made as to furtherance or through rates. Undertaking given that 
Supplement will be filed before the effective date of tariff in question, striking out 
from such tariffs the advances in local rates and restoring the existing local rates. 
| 5874. Complaint of the Dominion Match Company, Limited, of Deseronto, 
Ontario, that the Grand Trunk and Canadian Northern railway companies have can- 
celled the joint rates between Deseronto, Ont., and points on the G.T.R. between , 
‘Toronto, Ontario, and Montreal, P.Q. (File No. 25140.) 

Struck off the list. : ; 
5375. Express companies subject to the jurisdiction of the Board will be required 
to speak to the question whether the words “or from conditions beyond its control ” 
‘in clause (c), and the words “ beyond its control” in clause (/), rule 5, of the terms 
and conditions embodied in the Express Merchandise Receipt exempting the com- 
panies from liability for loss, damage or delay where negligence does not arise Lyi 
default of the Express Company, but by default of the railway company. (File No. 
3507. Case No. 219). 

Judgment reserved. ; 

5376. Railway companies will be required to show why the recent increases in 
the international freight rates between Canada and the United States ‘should be 
lowed to stand as filed with the board. File No. 23359. 

Judgment reserved. 
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5377. Complaint of Geo. E. Earl and others, of Winchester, Ontario, against the 
proposed withdrawal by the Bell Telephone Company of its telephone service in that 
district. (File No. 3574-188.) 

Application dismissed, board holding that’ it had no jurisdiction under the 
Railway Act to deal with the matter. 

5878. Complaint of the Corporation of the Parish of St. Francois Xavier de 
Brompton, P.Q., that the right of way of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company is 
too close to the public highway at different points in that parish. (File No. 25011.) 

Board decided that it would take up with the municipality the question of whether 
there is a cadastral plan showing the road at the two points in question referred to in 


the report of the Board’s Engineer, and whether the railroad company has encroached | 


on the road. 


5379. Application of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Com- 


pany, under sections 167, 222, 287 and 227, for approval of two revisions of the appli- 
cant company’s line as sanctioned by Order No. 21733 at points east and west of 
Eugenia street, Trenton, Ontario. (2) for approval of two connections with the 
Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company to said town of Trenton; (3) for 
approval of the location of said proposed revisions on Ontario street, in said town of | 


Trenton, Ontario; (4) authorizing the operation of said revisions and connections. — 


(File No. 3701-379.) 

Order made dismissing the Spplicntion, See Order 23443. ? 

5380. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, under section 299, 
for authority to construct the Longue Pointe spur from a point on its main line, in 
Hochelaga ward of the city of Montreal, P.Q., to a point in Longue Pointe ward, 
Montreal, P.Q. (Adjourned hearing.) (File No. 17716-12.) 

Judgment reserved, the board to visit the locus. 

5381. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, under section 237, 
for authority to construct and operate the Longue Pointe spur across the following 
streets and highways between mile 0-77 and 1-69, in the city of Maisonneuve, P. Qs 
Bourbonniére avenue, D’Orléans avenue, Charlemagne street, Lasalle avenue, Letour- 
neau avenue, Bennett avenue, Aird, Fifth, Fourth, Third, Second and First avenues, 
in accordance with detail plans of the overhead structures at Bourbonniere avenue, 
D’Orléans avenue, Charlemagne street, Jeanne d’Arc avenue. Pie IX Boulevard, 
Desjardins avenue, Lasalle avenue and Letourneau avenue. (Adjourned hearing.) 
(File No. 17716-13.) 

Judgment reserved, the board to visit the locus. ° 

5382. Application of James McConkey, of the township of Brantford, Ontario, 
under section 237, for approval of the construction of highway crossing across the line 
of the Grand Trunk Railway Company at James street, Township of Brantford, and 
for leave to carry the highway across the tracks of the G.T.R. at said point. (File 
No. 23929.) | 

Board decided that no order should be made under existing conditions. 4} 

5383. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the Port Bur- 
well branch of the Canadian Pacific Railway Co. over Port Burwell road, at milea e 
32-7, Port Burwell Branch. (File No. 9437-801. 

Judgment reserved. 

5384. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Company, under 
section 237, for authority to cross Currier avenue, in the township of Brantford, 
Ontario. (File No. 18034-91.) 

Application granted. } 

5385. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Company, for 4 


; 


through the city of Brantford, Ontario. (File No. 18034.80.) 
Judgment reserved. 
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5386. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Company, under 
section 237, for authority to cross Mount Pleasant road in the township of Brant- 
ford, Ontario. (File No. 18034.87.) 

- Judgment reserved. . 

5387. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Company, under 
‘section 237, for authority to cross Graham avenue, in the township of Brantford, 
Ontario. (File No. 18034.85.) 

Application granted. 

5388. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Company, under 
section 237, for authority to cross Bellwood avenue, in the township of Brantford, 
Ontario. (File No. 18034.88.) 

Aprlication granted. 

5389. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Company, under section 
237, for authority to cross Harold avenue, in ‘the township of Brantford, Ontario. | 
(File No. 18034-89.) 

Application granted. 2 

5390. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Company, under 
section 237, for authority to cross George avenue, in the township of Brantford, 
Ontario. (File No. 18034.81.) 

: Application granted. 

53891. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Company, under 
section 237, for authority to cross Stirton avenue, in the township of Brantford, 
Ontario. (File No. 18034.86.) 

‘ Application granted. 

5392. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Company, under 
section 237, for authority to cross Wade street, in the township of Brantford, Ontario. 

(File No. 18034.90.) 

Application granted. - 

5393. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Company, under 
section 237, for authority to cross Henry avenue, in the township of Brantford, 
Ontario. (File No. 18034.83.) 

Application granted. , 

,5394, Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Company, under 
section 237, for authority to cross Wilson street, in the township of Brantford, 
Ontario. (File No. 18034.84.) | ‘ / 

Application granted. 

5395. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Company, under 
section 237, for authority to cross Scarfe street, in the township of Brantford, 
Ontario. (File No. 18034.82.) 

Application granted. 

5396. Application of the Essex Terminal Railway Company for an order, under 
section 222, for attthority to construct a branch line from a point on lot No. 59, town 
of Sandwich, formerly in concession 1, of the township of Sandwich, to and along 
Russell street from the northerly limit of said lot No. 59 to the southerly limit of 
Huron street. (File No. 3704.11.) ° 

Order made refusing the application. See Order No. 23466. 

5397. Application of the municipal corporation of the city of Windsor, Ontario, ' 
under sections 235-243, for an order directing the Michigan Central Railway Com- 
pany to provide and construct a suitable level crossing over said company’s line of 
tailway at the intersection with Wyandotte street, Windsor, Ontario. (File No. 
24283. ) 

Order made refusing the application but granting leave to cross the tracks of 
ihe Michigan Central Railway Co. at Wyandotte street by means of an overhead 
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crossing as provided by Order of the Board, No. 10235, dated April 19, 1910. See 
Order No. 23446. 

5398. Application of the municipal corporation of the city of Windsor, Ontario, 
under sections 235-248, for an order directing the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company 


to provide and construct a suitable bridge and crossing over the said company’s line © 


of railway at ‘its intersection with London street, in the city of . indsor, Ontario. 
(File No. 9437.1128.) 

Judgment reserved. , 

5399. Grand Trunk Railway Company will be required to justify the exclusion of 
team tracks from its interswitching service to or from the C.P.R. at Woodstock, 
Ontario, while performing such service at Lindsay, London, Montreal and Toronto 


under the provisions of Supplement No. 26 to its Tariff C.R.C. No. E-2457. (File 7 


No. 19801-70.) 
No order necessary the G. T. R. Co. undertaking to restore the service as it 


7 


was before without prejudice to the general question of interswitching now pending — 


before the board. . 
5400. The Oanadian Pacific Railway Company will be required to show cause 


why an order should not be made requiring them to maintain a signalman at the © 


crossing of the Kingston and Pembroke railway over the tracks of the Ontario and j 
Quebec railway at Sharbot Lake, Ontario. (File No. 25492.) 
Judgment reserved. 


5401. In the matter of the Order of the Board No. 14184, dated May 9, and 10, 1911, 
and the application of the Bell Telephone Company of Canada. in pursuance of the terms 
thereof, for an order rescinding said order in so far as it concerns the Ingersoll Tele- | 
phone Company, Ltd., the Blenheim and South Kent Telephone Co., Ltd., the Peoples — 
Telephone Company of Forest, Ltd., the Markham & Pickering Telephone Co., Ltd., 
the South Lambton Telephone Co-Operative Association, Ltd., the Niagara District | 
Telephone Company, Ltd., the municipal corporation of the village of Brussels being 
the initiating municipality of the Brussels, Morris & Grey Municipal Telephone System, 
and the Wheatly Telephone Company, Ltd. } 

And in the matter of the application on behalf of the said telephone companies 
for an order varying said Order No. 14184 by reducing and making reciproca’ the 
connecting toll or by eliminating the said toll altogether; and also by extending the 
operation of the said order to all independent systems competing with the Bell Tele- 
phone Company. 

(Note.) The matter is set down to speak to the settlement of the terms of the 
order as based on what is contained in the judgment of the board on file 16171 and_ 
dated July 16, 1914. (File No. 16171.) 

Judgment reserved. 

5402. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for re-hearing in the 
matter of the crossing of Dundas street by the Canadian Pacific railway in the town- 
ship of Toronto, Ontario, authorized to be constructed by Order No. 21913; also con- 
sideration of the matter of protection at the C.P.P. crossing at Hurontario street, 
being between lots 15 and 16, concession 1, township of Toronto, mile 15-25. (Ad= 
journed hearing.) (File No. 22282.) 4 

Order made rescinding Order No, 21931, dated May 29, 1914, upon condition that. 
the applicant company install by. the 20th J uly an automatic bell at the said crossing; 
20% of the cost of installation to be paid out of The Railway Grade -Crossing Fund 
and the balance by the applicant company. See Order No. 23726. ¥ 

5403. Application of the corporation of the township of Niagara, Ont., under 
section 237, for an order directing the Michigan Central Railroad Company to provide 
and construct a suitable highway crossing where the company’s railroad intersects the” 

; 


x 
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public highway between lots 8 and 9, and known as the “Fisher Road” in the town- 
ship of Niagara, Ont. (File No. 24512.) 

Application withdrawn. A 

5404. Complaint of W. H. Bunting, St. Catharines, Ont., against the proposed 
increase in the rates on manure, C.L., from Toronto and Hamilton, for Canadian 
Northern delivery at St. Catharines and Niagara Falls, Ont., as published in G.T.R. 
Tariff C.R.C. No. E-3035. - 

(Note.) The Grand Trunk Railway Company will be required to justify the 
proposed advance. (File No. 6713-54.) 

Order made disallowing proposed rate and restoring rate of two and three quarter 
cents per hundred pounds on a minimum of 60,000 pounds. Change effective 21st of 
April 1915. See Order 23507. 

5405. Application of the township of Oro, Ont., for an interpretation of clause 
4 of Order No. 12714, dated December 12, 1910, relative to use of old gravel pit, in re 
Raike’s overhead crossing by the Grand Trunk Railway Company, north of Barrie, 
Ont.; also to have the G. T. R. Co., agree to maintain the bridge road and guard 
rail within the limits of their 66 feet right of way and the guard rail now erected 
on the north side of the track, the township to agree to maintain the guard rail and 
roadbed on south side of bridge; also to have the G.T.R. Co. furnish the township 
with a satisfactory deed of the new road. (File No. 9487-560.) 

Matter referred to the board’s chief engineer to take up with the engineer of the 
railway company. The railway company to submit to the board a draft deed of the new 
road proposed. 

5406, Complaint of Captain Edward Elliott, owner of Lot 4, Block E.E., in the 
East Ward of the town of Lindsay, Ont., against the Georgian Bay and Seaboard Air 
Line Railway Company (C.P.R.) closing up the north end of Caroline street, in the 
town of Lindsay, Ont. (File No. 2100-10.) 

Complaint dismissed without prejudice to the clerk of the town of Lindsay to 
make a further application for a crossing over the railway. See Order No. 23506. 

5407. Complaint of the Ontario Commercial Travellers’ Association, of London, 
Ontario, against the reduction of train service by the Grand Trunk Railway Company, 
and request for restoration of that company’s former time-table of train leaving Lon- 
don for Owen Sound at 6 a.m., arriving in Owen Sound at 11.35 a.m., also train leay- 
ing London at 10 a.m., arriving in Stratford to connect with Port Dover, which used 
to go north to Owen Sound. (File No. 25447.) 

Referred to board’s chief operating officer to report on. 

5408. Application of the London Railway Commission, of London, Ont., for an 
order granting the London and Port Stanley Railway Co. the right to operate its cars 
and trains, propelled by electric power, over the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s 
tracks at London, Ont. (File No. 25649.) 

Order made authorizing the applicant to take possession of the land belonging to 
the G.T.R. Co., set forth in the order; also authorizing the applicant to construct its 
tracks and erect poles along Bathurst street in the city of London. See Order No. 
23758. 

5409. App'ication of the Graham Company, Ltd., of Belleville, Ont., for 5th class 
rates on evaporated or desiccated vegetables, in carloads, to St. Lawrence and Atlantic 
ports for export. (File No. 19367-43.) 

No order made. To be dealt with in connection with Eastern Rates Case. 

5410 and 5411. Application of the G. T. Clarkson, trustee for the creditors of 
Lloyd & Sons, Limited, of the town of Trenton, Ont., for an order rescinding order of 
the board, No. 21971, re matter of C.L.O. & W. Ry., and expropriation of certain pro- 
perty in lots 3, 4 and 5, Ontario street, and part of lot 1A, concession 1, township of 
Murray, all in the town of Trenton, Ont. (File 3701-347.) 
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Order made that the application to restrict the right of expropriation be dismissed; — 
provision made that the arbitration pending to determine the compensation to be paid 
in respect to the taking of petitioners land and for damages be continued as an arbitra- 
tion under the Railway Act, subject to the provisions set forth in the order. See Order 
No. 23504. 

5412. Complaint of F. A. Fish, of Toronto, Ont., that on coal ex-Niagara fron- 
tier, consigned to Toronto for furtherance, and which is transferred in the same cars 
for Canadian Northern destinations, paying the published tariff rate of each company, 
the Canadian Northern illegally makes a “ diversion” charge of $3 per car at Toronto. 
(File No. 24607.) 

Board decided it had no jurisdiction to order.a refund. 

5413. Application of J. H. Jones, of Toronto, Ont., under section 317, for an ~ 
order directing the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada and Walter Mann, of — 
the city of Toronto, to afford the applicant reasonable facilities for receiving and 
delivering traffic on private siding at Bloor street west, and for an order directing the 
said G.T.R. Co. and Walter Mann to pay damages to the applicant for failure 
to afford such damages.. (File No. 25554.) 

Order made directing applicant to pay G.T.R. Co. rent for the siding for last three 
and one-half years. Company to resume service forthwith. See Order No. 23503. 

5414, Complaint of Christie, Henderson & Company, Limited, Toronto, Ont., 
that the Grand Trunk Railway Company refuse to make an allowance for 296 doors 
furnished for cars of lime shipped from Galt, Ont. (File No. 25541.) 

Order made dismissing the application. See Order No. 23500. 

5415. Application of the corporation of the city of Toronto, Ont., for an order 
directing the Bell Telephone Company of Canada to file with the board the tariffs 
of tolls, applying the same tolls to the territory recently annexed to that part of the 
city of Toronto formerly known as the town of North Toronto, as are now charged 
within the limits of the company’s Toronto exchange for Toronto exchange services; 
the said tariffs to become effective on the date to be fixed by such order, and directing 
the company to charge only such tolls after the said date. (File No. 3574.74.) 

Order made directing the Bell Telephone Company to file with the board tariffs 
of tolls, applying the same tolls to the territory recently annexed to that part of the 
city of Toronto formerly known as the town of North Toronto, as are now charged 
within the limits of the company’s Toronto exchange for Toronto exchange services, 
such tariff to be effective January 1, 1916. See Order 23497. 

5416. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, under section 29, 
for an order amending order of the board No. 22691 in the matter of the consideration 
of the question of the grade crossing by the tracks of the applicant company at 
Yonge street, North Toronto, Ont., so as to provide that the approach to the subway 
on the southerly side shall have a erade of five per cent instead of two and a half 
per cent as shown on the plan referred to in paragraph 1 of the said order. (Tile 
No. 94387.153.) 

Order made dismissing the application. See order No. 23508. 

5417. Application of the executive of the Toronto Civie Guild for an order direct- 
ing the Canadian Northern and the Canadian Pacific Railway Companies to furnish 
to the city of Toronto particulars as to the location of the tracks and the grades to be 
established in carrying out the new railway work east of Yonge street, particularly 
at the intersections of Maclennan avenue, Sight Hill avenue and Summerhill avenue. 
(File No. 12021-70.) A 

Judgment reserved. 5 

5418. Application of the corporation of the city of Toronto, Ont., under sections 
237 and 257, for approval of plan showing the construction of a subway under the 
tracks of the Grand Trunk Railway Company at the proposed extension of Wilton’ 
avenue to connect with Dickens avenue, Toronto, Ont. (File No. 25450.) | 
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Order made granting the application subject to conditions set forth in the order; 
20 per cent of the cost of constructing the subway, not exceeding $5,000, to be paid 
out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund; $10,000 to be paid by the G.T.R. Co., and 
the balance of the cost to be borne by the applicant. See Order 23505. 

5419. Application of the city of Toronto, Ont., for approval of plans of 
reconstruction of the Bathurst Street bridge over the right of way of the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company and the Toronto Terminals Railway Company as shown on plans 
on profile with the board, and as to the question of the expense thereof. (File No. 
25406.) 

Struck off the list until with leave to applicant to have reinstated on notice. 

5420, Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for an amendment 
of order No. 10782, the said amendment to provide as to the division of responsibility 
for accidents due to the negligence of the gatemen at public crossing at Royce avenue, 
Toronto, Ont. (File No. 9437-149.) 

Judgment reserved. 

5421. Consideration of the matter of responsibility for accidents due to negligence 
of signalmen at diamond crossing. (File No. 15499,1385.) 
Struck off the list. Railway companies at liberty to bring the matter up at any 
time. ; 

5422. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for an order in the 
North Toronto grade separation case directing the parties who are required under the 
judgment of the board to contribute to the cost of the work to pay to the C. P. R. Co. 
their proper proportion of the expense hitherto incurred upon receipt of duly certified 
accounts, such parties hereafter to pay their proper proportion of such work including 
land damages from time to time upon receipt of certified progress estimates showing 
the amount expended thereon until completed. (File No. 9437.153.) 

Order made amending order No. 22691, dated October 9, 1914, to provide that the 
approach to the subway at Yonge street, North Toronto, on the southerly side shall 
have a grade of 5 per cent. See Order No. 23596. 
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APPENDIX “ C.” 


APPLICATION OF THE FONTHILL GRAVEL COMPANY, LIMITED, FOR AN ORDER REDUCING THE 
Rates FRoM FontTuitt To Toronto ON MoupiIna SAND, OVER,THE LINES OF THR 
NusGara, ST. CATHARINES AND Toronto Ratway CoMPANY AND THE GRAND TRUNK 
Ratbway CoMPANY. 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, February 9, 1914: 


Complaint is made that’ the rate of $1 per ton on moulding sand from Fonthill 
to Toronto, which has been in force since July 1, 1912, is unreasonable; and it is 
urged that the rate of 90 cents per ton, which prior to the date in question had been 
in force, should be re-established. 

The movement from Tonthill to Toronto is a two-line movement, with a total 
distance of 78 miles; 13 miles of this is on the line of the Niagara, St. Catharines 
and Toronto Railway Company from Fonthill to St. Catharines; the balance is over 
the line of the Grand Trunk Railway Company. The evidence submitted as to the 
value of the commodity is contradictory. It is stated by counsel for the applicants 
that this moulding sand is worth 75 cents per ton f.o.b. cars. There is also the 
statement that it is worth 90 cents. It has been ascertained by investigation that 
moulding sand used in Ottawa by various companies is obtained from such points as 
Albany, Cedar Hill, Mechanicsville, and South Amboy, N.Y., this sand being sold 
at 90 cents f.o.b. New York. Sand is a commodity which has a low value in a 
comparatively large bulk. Consequently it cannot bear as large a part of general 
costs as other more highly valued commodities. 

At the same time, there must be considered the nature of the service performed 
by the railway, for the allegation that a commodity cannot be disposed of in the 
market at a profit on the existing rate, even if such allegation is found to be justified, 
is not necessarily conclusive of the unreasonableness of the rate. Whether or not an . 
article can be disposed of at a profit may depend upon conditions for which the 
railway is in no way responsible. The obligation of the railway is as to the reason- 
ableness of the charges for the service performed by it. 

Toronto is a consumer of a very considerable amount of moulding sand. During 
the year ending December 31, 1912, there was shipped into Toronto 6,020 tons of— 
moulding sand from the following points: Stamford, St. Catharines, Copetowa, 
Hamilton, Stony Creek-and Winona. The rates vary from 70 cents per ton in the 
ease of the 39-mile haul from Hamilton, to $1 on the 95-mile haul from Stamford. 
Stamford is the most important shipping point on this list, since it supplied 3,400. 
tons out of the total, or approximately 55 per cent. The next most important point 
is St. Catharines, which is 65 miles from Toronto and pays a rate of 90 cents per ton. 
It supplied 915 tons. The shipments from Fonthill amounted to 86 tons. 

The rates on moulding sand shipped into Toronto from the points mentioned in 
the preceding paragraph take into consideration supplies of this commodity from 
various sources competing in a common market. In the arrangement of rates on 
moulding sand, a special rate basis is used. The commodity is tenth class; but— 
provision is made for lower rates, e.g., in Grand Trunk tariff C.R.C. E-2552, which 
quotes rates on building material, in which group moulding sand is included. Taking 
a mileage of 80 miles, the local mileage distance tariff and the special and competitive 
mileage basis under the G.T.R. tariff above mentioned work out as follows: 


ane * 


Per ton. 
Local mileare Castanos Pariit. 85.) ic cis Ei ee hs tice maw we a eed og cee $2 00 
Spécialiand competitive mileage et Meee cas. aieaks. ie aye e ah caiel tating eg 1 380 
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The rate charged for the same mileage from Fonthill is $1 per ton. 

In the arrangement of the rates from the Niagara district the rates have been 
grouped, St. Catharines being taken as a basing point. In building the rate from 
Yonthill, the practice as contained in the tariffs is to make the Fonthill rate 10 cents 
per ton over St. Catharines, when the St. Catharines rates are less than $1; but when 
the St. Catharines rates are $1 or over per ton the $1 rate applies to both points. The 
reason advanced for this arrangement is that on a 90-cent rate, the second carrier 
would, in order to allow the N iagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway Company 
the division asked for by it, have to shrink its own division of the rate too much. 

While Fonthill has a two-line haul to Toronto, the sand may move from Stam- 
ford by not only a two-line haul but also by a three-line haul. There is available a 
route of 80 miles, 8 miles of which is on'the Michigan Central, the balance being via 
the Grand Trunk. The three-line haul is made up as follows: 


Stamford to Welland via M.C.R... .. ..... alt Sa tid Gh A bee 17 miles. 
Welland to Hamilton via T. H. & B.. ..... cig tp, RITA St ae (eee ee 38 a 
Hamilton to Toronto via C.P.R......... BOLL TO Mee ae ee 40 8 


The route so furnished is 17 miles longer than the distance from Fonthill, while 
the rate is the same. The rate on the three-line haul from Stamford is, however, held 
down by the 80-mile movement on the two-line haul. While the Michigan Central 
may prefer the three-line to the two-line movement, since on the latter it would 
receive only the rate covered under the interswitching tariff, the distance on its lines 
being less than three miles, it is apparent that the mileage of the two-line haul holds 
down the rate of the longer three-line haul. The one-line haul of the Grand Trunk 
on moulding sand from St. Catharines to Berlin, a distance of 91 miles, is $1.10. 
Again, the one-line rate of the Grand Trunk from Hamilton to London, a distance 
of 76 miles, is $1. It has been recognized that a two-line or a three-line haul may, 
within limits, have a justification for being higher than the single line rate for the 
same distance. Here the rate for the two-line haul is the same as for the one-line 
haul. 

Out of the rate of $1 from Fonthill, the Grand Trunk receives 78 cents for a 
distance of 65 miles. From Hamilton to Elora, a distance of 60 miles, it receives on 
moulding sand 90 cents. It does not appear that the division of the rate received by 
the Grand Trunk for this portion of the two-line haul is excessive when consideration 
is turned to what it receives for a substantially similar single line haul. 

There remains, then, the consideration of the portion of the haul over the line 
of the Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway. In this short haul of 13 miles, 
the terminal cost plays a more important part in fixing the rate than if the haul were 
longer. This must manifestly be so since the terminal cost being fixed the shorter the 
mileage it has to be spread over the more important its effect is upon the total rate. 
The board in its interswitching order has recognized a charge of one cent per 100 
pounds as proper for a 4-mile haul. This moulding sand loads about 30 tons to the 
car, which would give a charge of $6 for four miles. If the charge of 20 cents per 
ton for the 4-mile haul is reasonable, it would appear that while the interswitching 
charge is not necessarily conclusive as a measure of the line haul, the charge of 22 
cents per ton for the haul of 13 miles is not an unreasonable one. I have not been 
able to get a single line rate exactly comparable with the Niagara, St. Catharines and 
Toronto division of the rate. A through rate should normally be less than the 
sum of the locals. In the local or single line rate, there are two terminals. In the 
through rate, made up of the haul over two lines, there is in each division of the 
through rate cnly one terminal. Bearing in mind, however, the difference between the 
local rate and the division of the through rate, the local rate is of interest for com- 
parative purposes. Between Copetown and Paris, a distance of 18 miles, the single 
line rate of the Grand Trunk on moulding sand is 60 cents per ton. In the complaint 
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of the Clifton Sand, Gravel and Construction Company, File 18265, the board had ~ 
before it complaints as to various rate points in connection with the movement of 
sand and gravel from Stamford. The board found, to cite one of the points, that the 
rate of 30 cents per ton from Stamford to Welland, a distance of 16-4 miles, was not 
unreasonable. This was a single line haul. : i 
On full consideration of the,situation it does not appear to me that the divisions 
of the through rate from Fonthill are unreasonable, and it consequently follows that. 
the through rate itself is not unreasonable. j 
Chief Commissioner Drayton concurred. 
Order issued, dismissing application. 2 
(Norr.—Judgment herein was not issued until July 25, 1 
Can. Ry. Cas., 248. 


THE PORT HOPE TELEPHONE COMPANY, LIMITED, APPLIES TO THE BOARD UNDER AN ACT TO” 
AMEND THE RAILWAY ACT, 7-8 ED. VII, CHAP. 61, SEC. 4, AND OTHER SECTIONS, FOR A 
RULING THAT THE APPLICANT COMPANY IS NOT A COMPETITIVE COMPANY IN COMPETITION — 
WITH THE BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY OF CANADA, LIMITED, AND FOR AN ORDER DIRECTING > 
A CONNECTION OF THE LINES OF THE TWO COMPANIES FOR THE PURPOSE OF INTERCHANGE 
OF BUSINESS BETWEEN THE TWO COMPANIES AT THE TOWN OF BOWMANVILLE, OR, IF THE > 
BOARD SHOULD FIND THAT THE PORT HOPE TELEPHONE COMPANY, LIMITED, IS A SYSTEM 
OPERATING IN PART OR PARTS IN COMPETITION WITH THE SAID THE BELL TELEPHONE COM~— 
PANY OF CANADA, LIMITED, AND IN PART OR PARTS NOT IN COMPETITION WITH THE BELL 
TELEPHONE COMPANY OF CANADA, LIMITED, THEN FOR A DECLARATION TO THAT EFFECT, 
AND AN ORDER THAT THE SAID TWO COMPANIES SHALL CONNECT THEIR LINES AT THE SAID_ 
TOWN OF BOWMANVILLE, FOR THE PURPOSE OF AN INTERCHANGE OF BUSINESS BETWEEN 
THOSE PARTS OF THEIR SAID LINES RESPECTIVELY AS SHALL BE FOUND NOT TO BE IN) 


COMPETITION THE ONE WITH:THE OTHER. } 
/ 


i} 


914.) Reported in 17, 


t 
x 


Judgment, Commissioner McLean, March 30, 1914. 


Tt is unnecessary to examine into the merits of the present application, unless the 


board has jurisdiction. ) 

By 7-8 Edward VIL., chap. 61, the jurisdiction of the board in regard to telephones | 
is defined. The jurisdiction which is given follows in a general way that given in, 
regard to railways. It is, however, recognized by the exclusion of certain sections ol 
the Railway Act that the provisions of the Railway Act applicable to railways are not | 
applicable to telephones in their entirety. The fact that there is not an identity of | 
conditions as between telephone and railway service is further emphasized by section 
5 of 7-8 Edward VII, chap. 61, which, after setting out certain sections of the Railway 


Act which do not apply to telephones, continues by saying that, subject to such 


ad 


ae 


exceptions— 
“The several provisions of the Railway Act. . . . in so far as reason- 
ably applicable and not inconsistent with this part or the Special Act shall apply 

”? 


to the jurisdiction of the board. . . ..- - 


“A consideration of the scope of the jurisdiction as set out in section 5 abov 
mentioned shows that it is primarily a rate jurisdiction which is here conferred upo 
the board. Further limitations appear on further analysis. The jurisdiction so s 


out is to— 
“apply generally to companies within the purview of this Part.” 


Subsection (b) of the interpretation clause of this legislation states— 


a 


7 


Se 


“ Company..............ineludes..............telephone companies am 
every company and person within the legislative authority of the Parliament 
of Canada having power to construct a..............telephone system or i 
and to charge..............telephone tolls.” {| 
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It appears, therefore, that the provisions of the Railway Act are applicable only in 
so far as companies are concerned, to companies within the legislative authority of 
the Parliament of Canada. It follows, therefore, that a telephone company not with- 
in such authority cannot invoke the power of the board on an allegation of discrimin- 
atory treatment on the part of a telephone company subject to the board’s jurisdic- 
tion. That is to say, the Bell Company may make an agreement with one provin- 
cially chartered company, while it may refuse to make an agreement with another 
which is alleged to be similarly situated. 

There has been worked out, and is available, a form of agreement for ‘ non-com- 
peting” companies. It should at the same time be pointed out that there is nowhere 
in the Railway Act any definition of a competing company in so far as a telephone 
company is concerned. It is true that in the decision of the board which granted 
connection on terms to certain “competing” companies, the word “competition” is 
used: . 


“One of the outstanding matters and one that presents the greatest diff- 
culty in connection with this question is the position taken by the Bell Tele- 
phone Company that they would refuse to enter into any contract with a local 
company where that local company was in competition with the Bell Company.” 


Judging from the context, the word “competition” as used in the judgment was 
equivalent to “duplication.” In the course of the hearing, the following discussion 
took place: 


‘ “Hon. Mr. Maser: We have never had any doubt, Mr. Sylvan, about the 
absurdity of duplication of plants. It is not exactly competition. 
ee le Ot.” 


The word “ competition” as used in the judgment appears to have been used in 
a descriptive, not in a definite, sense. The words “competing” and “non-com- 
peting ” as describing telephone companies, are not words of legal precision. As the 
situation presents itself to me, they have been brought before the board as the result 
of the business practice of the Bell Company. They in reality are concerned with dif- 
ferentiating two sets of companies—companies with which the Bell Company has 
made agreements, and companies, with which it has not made agreements; and while 
the Bell Company may have made a distinction in practice based on the question of 
‘competition—no matter how it may have defined this word—it does not follow that 
this was the sole consideration on: which this company would refuse to enter into an 
agreement. Certainly its discretion in this respect is not limited by statute. 

The board is given power under subsections 5 and 6 of section 4 of the legislation of 
1908, already cited, to order a company, subject to its jurisdiction, to afford to another 
company, whether subject to its jurisdiction or otherwise, the use of its long distance 
system upon such terms as to compensation as the board deems just and expedient. 
How the Bell Company may exercise its discretion in the matter of an agreement the 
board is not concerned, so far as these subsections are concerned, in advance of an 
application. The condition precedent to application being entertained and action 
taken by the board under these subsections is the inability of the applicant to arrive 
‘at an agreement, in respect of long distance connection, with the company owning, 
zontrolling or operating the long distance system. 

The jurisdiction of the board is to make an order on terms, not to issue a declar- 
itory order as to status. ; ; iin, 

Reported in 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 348. Concurred in by Assistant Chief Commis- 
sioner Scott and Commissioner Goodeve. 
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APPLICATION OF IMPERIAL OIL COMPANY, LIMITED, FOR AN ORDER DIRECTING REDUCTION IN 
FREIGHT ON PETROLEUM A'ND PETROLEUM PRODUCTS, IN CARLOADS, FROM VANCOUVER 
EAST TO ALBERTA POINTS. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, April 7, 1915: 

No case whatever has so far been made out for interference by the board. The 
situation as developed at the hearing shows that the applicants whole difficulties are the 
result of geographical situation and trade competition. The case is covered by Cana- 
dian Oil Case, reported in XII C.R.C. 350. The applicants have asked time to consider 
situation and effect of this authority. 

No order will, therefore, issue, and no further action eee unless applicants again 
communicate with the board. 

Coneurred in by Deputy Chief Commissioner Nantel and Commissioner Goodeve. 
APPLICATION OF S. A. HAMILTON COMPANY, LIMITED, OF MOOSEJAW, SASK., FOR SPUR TRACKAGE 

To LoT 1-12, BLOCK 24, PRAIRIE HEIGHTS, SASK., ON THE LINE OF THE CANADIAN PACIFIC _ 

RAILWAY COMPANY, TO SERVE LUMBER AND COAL YARDS. | 
Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, April 8, 1914: 

This case was originally heard at Moosejaw on November 3 last when after discus- 
sion a direction was made that an order would go under section 226 of the Act. 
Engineering details before the board being insufficient, the matter was referred to 
Mr. Drury for inspection. He has since reported, and the railway company has been 
notified that the spur should be built in the manner directed. 

The company has since submitted an agreement to the applicants which would cover | 
the construction of the spur without the necessity of an order. The agreement is one 
quite satisfactory to the applicants except in so far as the following provision is 
concerned : | 

“ And will in like manner pay to the railway company all the costs and 
expenses which may be incurred by the railway company by reason of or arising 
out of any order or direction of the board heretofore or hereafter made in 
respect of or in any way affecting the said siding.” | 

The applicants object to this clause. | 

T am of the opinion that the expenditures may be directed might possibly be of a 
character and for an object that would be entirely improper to make the applicants, 
responsible for, and that the whole question should be left to the board; that is, not only 
the question as to work or practices which may in the future mean expenditure, but 
also the disposition of the resultant cost. 

The spur may be built with clause now dealt with struck out, or under a formal 
order. providing for the construction of the spur under section 226, the parties to be 
advised at once as to the disposition the board has made in this matter and make their 
election at an early date. 

Commissioner McLean concurred. 

Order issued authorizing construction of spur under section 226 of the Act. 


THE CITY OF FORT WILLIAM UV. C.P.R. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, April 8, 1914. 

Complaint has been made by the city of Fort William alleging that the Canadiay 
Pacifie Railway Company has taken up the tracks of the city’s street railway where 
these tracks are crossed by an authorized spur to be constructed by the Canadiar 
Pacifie to the premises of the Starch Works, on Sixth street, Fort William. 

It appears that the municipality and the railway company, entered into an agree 
ment which is dated the 14th of December, 1908; that, under the terms of the agree 
ment, a bridge is to be built sufficient not only for a railway but for street car ant 
traffic Sid ol from Fort William across the Kaministiquia river, either to islant 
No. 1 or No. 2, as the company selects. Apparently a bridge has been built to islanc 
No. 2, and the railway company is to prov ide the approaches for the street railway 
and vehicular traffic. 
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The city claims that the bridge which the company is bound to construct must 
be at the point where it laid its street car tracks which have been since interfered 
with. The company claims that the land in question is its land; while the city replies 
by stating that it is the only place where one of the necessary approaches can be made, 
and that the company is much in default in not having transferred the approach to 
the municipality. The company, on the other hand, says it cannot tell yet whether 
the approach will be there or not, and that no approach has yet been dedicated. 

The case was heard last November. It is now quite time for the company to 
decide whether this is to be the approach or not. 

The board has nothing to do with the specific performance of the agreement, and 
has not, as a matter of fact, anything before it to enable it to find where the approach 
should be or what it should consist of. Both parties seem either to have acted irre- 
gularly on the one hand or to be in default on the other. The eity laid its track with-: 
out leave on lands which apparently still belong to the railway company, and the com- 
pany is admittedly in default regarding the highway approach which it agreed to pro- 
vide and construct to the bridge. 

The matter now seems to be one of dispute merely as to which will be senior— 
the C.P.R. spur track or the city street car rails. This is something which the board 
ean deal with on the merits and apart altogether from any legal issues arising under 
the agreement; and, under the circumstances, my view is that neither party should 
be treated as senior, but ‘that the necessary diamond where the tracks cross should 
be paid for equally. The matter really is trifling. There may be no necessity for 
protection, and the cost of the diamond will probably not exceed $200. In case the 
position of the approach has been defined by this time, the city should have the right 
to lay its track across the O.P.R. spur,—the cost to be divided equally between the 
parties. 

Comrhissioner Mills concurred. 


COMPLAINT OF THE TORONTO BDARD OF TRADE AND OF LEAK & COMPANY, LIMITED, OF TORONTO, 
COMPLAINING OF THE REFUSAL OF THE GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY TO ACCEPT 
FROM THE CANADIAN NORTHERN ONTARIO RAILWAY COMPANY CARLOAD FREIGHT REQUIR- 
ING TEAM TRACK DELIVERY AT TORONTO. 


RE GENERAL INTERSWITCHING ORDER OF THE BOARD. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, April 8, 1914. 

’ The Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk Railway Companies were required by 
the board to show cause, at the sittings held on April 7, why the terms of the board’s 
general interswitching order should not be extended to the use of team tracks. 

This action was taken by the board as the result of the issuance of circular 
O.D.N.O. 954 of the Canadian Pacific addressed to agents and shippers as follows :— 


“Tt has been the practice in the past in Toronto, and then only in some 
instances, to switch cars from connecting lines for team track delivery. TEffec- 
tive April 1, this practice will be discontinued. This does not affect the 
switching of cars to private sidings under the terms of our tariff N.O.E. 262.” 


The whole question of interswitching and local switching has been at loose ends 
or a long time. The board’s general interswitching order was made on J uly 8, 1908, 
he order being made by the board as composed of the late chief commissioner, the 
Jonourable Mr. Mabee, Honourable Mr. Bernier, and Commissioner Mills. Prior to 
he issuance of this order, railway companies at certain points were interswitching 
S a matter of agreement and perhaps mutual accommodation, and as a matter of 
ward direction at London, Lindsay, New Westminster and Rossland. 

It is claimed by the shippers that at first the railway companies construed the 
rder as covering movements not only to private sidings, but also to team tracks, and 
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probably for this reason the Canadian Pacific made its application to the board to 
re-open the London interswitching case. This application was heard at Toronto, 
January, 1909, and was for an order rescinding the London order fixing the rate to 
‘be charged ‘for the interchange of traffic and the interswitching of cars over the 
branch line of the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada, and connecting the 
lines of the Grand Trunk Railway Company and the Canadian Pacific Railway | 
Company at London. 

The Honourable Mr. Marre in his judgment, delivered November 27, 1911, 
states :— 


“The ground upon which the application is based is that, on July 8, 1908, 
effective September 1, 1908, the board by its general interswitching order estab- 
lished certain tolls for interswitching generally within certain limits. The 
tolls that would be payable by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company for interswitching at London would be less 
under the general order than those payable under the special order of July 25, 
1905. 

“Tt may as well be said at the outset that, when the investigation was 
being held that led up to the making of the general order, the London situation 
was not present to my mind, and it was not intended that the order covering 
interswitching there should be interfered with by the general order. The com- 
panies have so regarded the matter. Hence this application for rescission of 
the London order, which would leave the general order applicable.” 


The application was refused on the ground that the Canadian Pacific, under the 
London order, enjoyed rights greater than those given by the general order, and the 
London order placed at the disposal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company every, 
track of ilie Grand Trunk Railway Company in London except shed tracks. The 
distinction of facilities covered as between one order and the other consists of team 
tracks. In the opinion, therefore, of the late chief commissioner, the general order) 
did not include team tracks. This judgment was concurred in by Commissioner Mills, 
who was also a party to the making of the original order. 

A further ruling was made on the 3rd of February, 1912, to the effect that the 
interswitching order deals only with the tolls payable, and was never intended to | 
compel one railway to turn over its entire terminals to another or others. Notwith- 
standing the rulings of the past, the railway companies, as evidenced by the circular 
issued by the Canadian Pacific and already referred to, have at least in part carried 
on interswitching so as to include team track deliveries. There is no doubt that team 
tracks do constitute, as has in the past been found by the board, terminals of the 
respective companies, and it well may be that the commission should not enable one 
company to carry on its business by the use of the terminals of another, and that, if 
such a principle was adhered to, general business would suffer largely, as no company 
Would be able to get the slightest advantage in putting in expensive modern terminals 
giving the shippers an advanced or accelerated service, if their facilities could be 
made use of by any other company. 

The question is too large a question, in view of the considered judgments of the 
board, to deal with at the present time. 

The companies have been directed to furnish the board with such information as 
to cost of movement and the effect of an order which would include team tracks as 
well as private sidings. ¢ 

Notwithstanding this position, I am of the view that the circular issued by the 
Canadian Pacific is not effective. The Canadian Pacific has issued its tariff No. 
E-2646 .applying to lines Fort William, Ont., and east thereof. It is a specif 
freight tariff covering local switching, interswitching, and absorption of switching 
charges on carload traffic, and applying to and from stations therein mentiondl 
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including, among many others, Toronto. The tariff states that traffic forwarded under 
switching rates as published therein will not be handled through company’s ware- 
houses or freight sheds, but must be taken delivery of direct from cars on private 
sidings or public team tracks. This notation is on the face of the tariff, and as inter- 
switching traffic is carried at switching rates just as truly as local switching is, covers 
the movement in both cases. Section 1 deals with the scale of local switching charges, 
and section 2 with interswitching charges at junction points. In neither case are 
team tracks excluded. 

In my view, therefore, a switching movement is provided for by tariff properly 
issued and filed. The companies cannot, under the terms of the Act, decline traffic 
properly offered to them under these tariffs and within the terms of the tariffs, as I 
hold team tracks to be, until proper notice of cancellation has been given. As the 
eancellation of these tariffs will mean that the traffic will move at higher tolls, the 
result is that the cancellation cannot be effective until 30 days after its publication. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Mr. Commissioner McLean concurred. 

Order issued declaring that the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. 
No. 2457 applied to and included the traffic ordered to it by the Canadian Northern 
Ontario Railway Company for delivery on team tracks at Toronto ; and directing the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company to accept forthwith carload traffic offered by the 
Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company for team track delivery at Toronto, 


SUBWAY CARRYING HIGHWAY WHICH IS THE NORTHWEST BOUNDARY OF THE TOWN OF: 
STREETSVILLE UNDER THE TRACKS OF THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, April 14, 1914: 

For many years the Canadian Pacific Railway Company has had a single track 
_erossing on the level over the highway between lots 5 and 6 in the 5th concession west, 
township of Toronto. The highway is partly in the village of Streetsville, and partly 
| in the township of Toronto. It is the northwest boundary of the village. In connec- 
‘tion with its double tracking of its London branch, the railway company applied to 
‘the board for approval of a second track over a number of highways in the village 
of Streetsville. By Order No. 20079, of the 15th of August last, the construction of a 
‘second track over the said highways was approved by the board, on consent of the 
‘municipality. It was understood, however, that the municipality desired a separation 
of grades on the highway now under consideration. After the hearing in Toronto 
on January 26 last, the board sent one of its: engineers, Mr. Belanger, to report. on 
the feasibility of a subway at this highway crossing. In his report, dated February 21, 
Mr. Belanger says that the highway lends itself to the construction of a subway, and 
he recommends that one be constructed. Mr. Belanger further points out that the 
/Crossing is a dangerous one, and that the traffic on both the highway and the railway 
is fairly heavy. 

In a letter to the board from Mr. E. W. Beatty, the railway company’s general 
counsel, dated the 18th December last, he says: , 


“A count of traffic over this crossing for 24 hours commencing 7 a.m., 
December 9, shows the following result: 81 vehicles, 20 pedestrians, 80 trains 
| and 33 switch movements, and for 24 hours commencing 7 a.m., December 10, 
4 115 vehicles, 14 pedestrians, 57 trains and 11 switch movements.” 


This highway is but a few feet away from the junction of the main line tracks of 
the London sub-division of the company and its Teeswater branch, and all movements 
from both lines in a southeasterly direction must pass over this highway. The last 
olan furnished the board by the railway company, shows four tracks over the said 
tighway. 

4 At Res to me, under these circumstances, that this is a place where the board 
should order a separation of grades. The subway should furnish the statutory head- 
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way of 14 feet, with a clear span of 20 feet over the crown of the highway. The sub-— 
way should be on a line with the highway, so that there will be a clear view through it 
from the highway at each end. The necessity for this subway is mostly due to the 
heavy traffic on the railway, as evidenced by the number of trains which, according to 
Mr. Beatty’s letter, pass in 24 hours, and to the desire of the company to maintain four 
tracks across the highway. 

Although the village of Streetsville is a separate municipality, it is not yet in a 
position to contribute much towards work of this kind. I am advised that the popu- 
lation of Strectsville is about 585; and its assessed value is only $300,500; but it 
seems to me that the elimination of the danger of accident at this highway crossing 
will be a material benefit to the inhabitants of both Streetsville and the township. 

Under all the above circumstances, I think that a fair division of the cost of this 
subway wou'd be 20 per cent, not exceeding $5,000, out of The Railway Grade Crossing 
Fund; and the remainder paid as follows: 


Five per cent by the village of Streetsville, 15 per cent by the township 
of Toronto, 80 per cent by the railway company. 


The surface of the road through the subway should be maintained by the muni 
cipal authorities responsib'e for the highways; all other cost of maintenance should 
be borne by the railway company. Detailed plans of the proposed structure should 
be submitted by the railway company for the approval of an engineer of the board, 
within thirty days; and the subway should be completed by the 1st September next. 

The municipal authorities affected are doubtless aware that there is a provision 
in the Ontario Municipal Act. which permits them to pay their share of any work 
ordered by the board by the issue of debentures for a long term of years, and that 
the issuance of such debentures need not be specially authorized by an Act of the 
legislature or by vote of the ratepayers of the municipality affected. 

Commissioner Mills concurred. 


COMPLAINT REGARDING RAILWAY SERVICE RENDERED BY THE QUEBEC ORIENTAL RAILWAY 
COMPANY BETWEEN MATAPEDIA AND GASPE, QUE. 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, April 15, 1914: 

A number of complaints have been received concerning the train service between 
Matapedia and Gaspé. These complaints set out in very emphatic language that th 
service rendered is indifferent and extremely unsatisfactory. Complaints have been 
received not only as set out in the statements of individuals, but also in the form of 
resolutions from different municipalities. These complaints emphasize an unsatisfae 
tory passenger service during the winter season; and it is stated that not only is the 
passenger service unsatisfactory, but that there is also a very inadequate method of 
handling the mails. ‘ ‘ 

The matter was before the board during the winter of 1918, when the Atlanti¢ 
Quebec and Western Railway was in its first season of operation under the ney 
management. It was found on investigation by the board’s officers that the service 
was unsatisfactory on account of delays existing and directions were made which i 
was considered would improve the situation. Complaints were again filed this yea 
in regard to the interruption of the service during the winter season. Those com 
plaints were directed more especially against the service on the portion of the railwa; 
system known as the Quebec Oriental Railway. The investigations of the board’ 
officers which have just been made show that a very unsatisfactory condition in regar 
to service exists. 

The complaint is directed against the Quebec Oriental Railway Company. 
strictness, there are two railways concerned—the Quebec Oriental, operating betwee 
Matapedia and New Carlisle, a distance of 100 miles, and the Atlantic, Quebec an 
Western Railway, operating between New Carlisle and Gaspé, a distance of 10 
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miles. These roads are controlled by the same interests and are under common 


Management. 


An analysis of the operation of these roads for the year ending June 30, 1913, 


shows that they are in a very unsatisfactory state financially. The Quebee Oriental 


has a share capital of $500,000 of common stock in $100 shares. Of this, $117,000 are 
outstanding, the balance being in the treasury. On the amount outstanding, it is 
stated there was realized a sum equal to about 13 per cent of the par. It is not stated 
in the report to the Government whether the balance was issued for construction pur- 
poses or otherwise. No dividends were paid on this stock during the year. There are 
outstanding $974,000 of 5 per cent first mortgage gold bonds, and a similar amount of 
5 per cent second mortgage gold bonds. In addition, there are included under mis- 
cellaneous obligations, $27,843 of obligations carrying interest at 5 per cent. The 
latter item is concerned with an ob:igation incurred for repairs and renewals on roll- 
ing stock. The total interest on the bonded debt of this railway was $98,379.45. The 
bonded debt per mile is $19,578, or an interest charge per mile of $978.90. 

The Atlantic, Quebec and Western Railway has a share capital of $5,000,000 of 
common stock, in $100 shares. Of this, $2,000,000 are outstanding, the balance being 
in the treasury. It is stated in the Government report that $500,000 was issued for 
cash, and the balance was issued for construction. There are $2,548,675 of 5 per cent 
bonds outstanding. This represents a bonded indebtedness of $24,389 per mile, on 
which the interest charge per mile is $1,219. No dividend was paid on the stock during: 
the year. j 

The Quebee Oriental shows in its sworn report to the Government, already 
referred to, an expenditure of $26,631.43 for maintenance of way and structures. In 
addition, there was incurred for special repairs and betterments the following expen- 
ditures :— 


(6)" Bridges, ‘trestles! and culverts... ¢s...>. 5 es: Ae PRE: $ 2,086 59 


(7) BNC WLI CS MacOS) Eye coy, Men EN ed) & Jo hd ee it aC SOR 17,218 98 
Guat) EOS ee Memo a mere tA wh. haters ate Ne Ue a3 60 pat COUN 2,296 87 
(14) Fencing WIA Yes E Ce Orls VEU Wasting hicies ese reine aes Wee 276 00 
(18) Station buildings and fixtures... .. .. .. On ee Rota: eee 886 80 
: $22,765 24 


The above expenditure was carried out by the manager on behalf of the Quebec 
Oriental Railway Company during the year ending June 30, 1913; and he was ‘given 


to secure this a mortgage on the rol'ing stock and other property of the company. 


This arrangement was ratified by the London board. 
An analysis of the operating expenditures of the two railways for the year in 


‘question gives the following result :— 


Maintenance Maintenance Trans- 

of way and of portation General 
. Structures. Equipment. Expenses. Expenses. 
4 : 
| Quebec Oriental. .. .. $24,631 43 $12,768 61 $51,868 59 $ 5,602 28 
i Atl., Que. & Western.. 29,876 56 7,015 42 39,656 96 13,882 07 


| Putting this in a summary way, the operating expenses of the Atlantic, Quebec 
and Western were $904 per mile, while the gross earnings were $401. In the case of 
the Quebee Oriental, the operating expenses were $943 per mile, while the gross earn- 
ings were $1,017. 
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a 

Putting the details as to income and expenditure in a condensed form, the follow- | 

ing results are available for the two railways for the year in question, from the sworn 
returns to the Dominion Government :— 


Quebec Oriental Railway Company. i i 


HrElSHE TEVETIUG ss. 5 a dinieegeke 2 sp cece tee fon sit ay ate pees nal ane eT $ 52,571 66 
Passenger train revenue— 3 
Passene@ersrevenue.. sinveeavers eee rid ieee en $43,752 63 ; YJ ‘ 

< Mail -reventteci2, stars le bee loeeeetel oceeateen oe 8,560 40 

Express revenue.. .. . pete eats 1,662 14 4 
Other passenger train TEV ED UCe etre os an. es 102 25 

SD 49,077 42 
Revenue from operations other than transportation— i 
Storage——frelgnt : fre oyna esis tens eepquiare eae caine Dues og bee 17 50 ; 

= baggage. oe ee ee ee Ee ee 21 00 

Total operating sTeVenUe ws nee oe Soc isle) Fae ome $101,687 58 
Deduction from gross corporate income— 
Operatine,experise: (ratios 2° 8m sen ke Lutte cies commen are eee . 94,870 91 a 
Net OpPeratins LOVCMUGie. yaca fe tare ee roe ein ee Dee Soto l bet ' 
Other deductions— z 
Other rents -(as*set.out: on p54) 07 satan ee cee ot 5,969 90 a 
Interest accrued on funded debt (as set out on p. 27). 98,379 45 # 
= eee Y dees eh i 
Total deductions from gross corporate income.. .. .. $104,349 35 { 

NéEjOperating: FevVenue ea.) sks. ecard pea ea ee Oh Re 7,316 67 

Net COLPOrate LOSSisha vas covcie ss kon Soka eee oes ese ee $ 97,082 68 


Atlantic, Quebec and Western Railway Company. 


Freight revenue.. .. . a aiataares Aes by TLD eaten ise $ 17,859 82 
Passenger service train revenue— 
PassenPer revenue... ch ci ele Use pe. tamed ne $23,480 38 
Peresus ha peawer eo eae ee 60 31 
FUXPeSSeREVENUC.~ cil sis ete ae Ge sushi e! | ate 468 80 
: ———_——— 24,009 49 
Revenue from operations other than transportation— 
Storare=treimhty..2 Bro wi ae oe eae eae ma een oe i a rele 37 66 
Total! operating TEVeNUE Zs fs Mics slouas fete sl eet poiee |e $ 41,906 97 
Deductions from gross corporate income— 
Qperating ‘expenses (ratio 25°78.) [0 we st oa, wee. a ce 90,431 01 
Net operating deueit.© a. access. cated screen een so Uae $ 48,524 04 
Other deductions— 
Other rents (as set out on p. 41).. .. a) eee $ 1,244 46 
Interest accrued on funded debt (no eens. showy» 
Net corporate loss.. .. . i state $ 49,768 50 
While no deduction for aterest is anade on p. 41 of te 
report, it appears from p. 27 that there was paid on 
funded debt during the year.. .. . 127,483 75 
Adding this to the loss already set out, ‘thete: yYoyitzy “net "cor: 
POTALOL IONS, GEIe Cererets et eet ais) Brie ayy Gols Noten CaNE ne ten vert 177,202 25 


nection with this complaint and other complaints connected with the railways 
question. For example, during the month of January, 1913, the gross receipts of the 
Atlantic, Quebec & Western were $3,449.65, while the expenses of the same road 
during the same period were $8,744.90. When the month of February of the sam 
year is added, the result is that the gross receipts for freight and passengers were 
$5,354, while the expenditures were $19,042. 

The Board has had a number of complaints regarding the condition of the right 
of way, the fences, gates, and crossings along the Quebec Oriental Railway. h 
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- matter had been gone into by the Board’s engineers, and instructions have been given 
as to the improvements to be made. The directions given required the improvements ° 
to be made by the end of December, 1913; but the Board, on subsequent representa- 
tion, being fully satisfied that the financial condition of the world’s money market 
rendered it extremely difficult to raise money, decided that.it was only reasonable that 
an extension should be given to the end of December, 1914. Ag illustrating the 
financial side of the matter, reference may be made to various letters on file. The 
board had, in the first instance, not issued a formal order in regard to the improve- 
ments to be made in the road-bed, considering that a formal order would not be neces- 
sary. It was, however, asked by the president of the Quebec Oriental Railway Com- 
pany to issue a formal order. In a letter dated June 28, 1913, from the London 
office, in which this request was contained, the president used the following language: 


“The commisioners are aware of the great difficulty at the present time 
in raising money on any security whatever, and it may be advisable, as sug- 
gested by you, a more formal order should be made on the company, so as to 
place it beyond argument that the works come within the definition in the 
Railway Aet of ‘Working expenses ’, which as you are aware rank in priority , 
to all outstanding mortgages, bonds, or other securities.” 


The letter continued— 


A 


“We are very anxious to make arrangements to raise the necessary capital 
to enable us to repair the line.” 


The Board has on its files an undertaking from the general manager of the company 
that the work directed in connection with the road-bed which has already been referred 
_ to, would be commenced the first thing in the spring of 1914. 

While the railway should give as good a service as possible to those using its line, 
it may as well be frankly recognized that in view of the extremely unsatisfactory 
shape the railways concerned are in from the standpoint 6f earnings, it would be 
worse than useless to issue additional orders looking to increased expenditures. The 

Board cannot by the issuance of an order create satisfactory credit conditions for a 
road whose finances are in unsatisfactory shape. The basis of a road’s credit is to be 
found in the satisfactory condition of its earnings. Those resident along the line of 
the railways find ‘the service unsatisfactory. There is no question that their griev- 
ances are in many cases well-founded; but, under the circumstances disclosed, it 
would not only be unreasonable but useless for the Board to make any order calling 
for the raising of any considerable amount of capital to be expended upon improving 
the service. Various directions have been given regarding the improvement of the 
road, and constant supervision will be exercised by the Board to see that the promises 
made by the railway will be implemented by action. 

The Board is fully seized of the grievances complained of and impressed with 
their seriousness. There is no necessity of having a hearing which would simply 
mean a cumulation of examples of the grievances already before the Board. What 

‘1s needed is not more evidence as to grievances, but a remedy forthem. It may as well 

be frankly recognized that an order of the board cannot create capital. Whether 
¢apital can be obtained depends upon the resources of the applicant. All that can be 
done in the present case, in addition to what has already been directed, is to deal with 
the improvement of the method on which the service is being conducted. The 

‘Situation is just this: there are two roads which are not making expenses, and alll 

‘that can be obtained is to do the best possible with the service at present rendered. 

‘The alternative is less service. 

The investigation of the conditions existing in connection with, the train service 
during the past winter shows that the railway has had very severe climatic conditions 

‘to grapple with. There are available for use on the two lines five snow ploughs. Of 
these, three are wedge ploughs, one is a wing plough, while the other is a Russell wing 
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plough. This is a new plough and represents the very latest type of wing plough. 
It appears, however, from the nature of the country between Newport and Gaspe, and 
the heavy snow to be encountered, nothing short of a rotary snow plough would be 
sufficient to handle the heavy snow that has visited this section during the past year. 
A rotary would cost about five times as much as a wing plough, while its operation 
would be about twice as expensive as that of a wing plough. One difficulty in the’ 
way of service has been that the railway has not got its trains into service sufficiently 
quickly after the road has been cleared. There have been cases where the line was 
blocked by derailments, bad weather conditions, ete., between New Carlisle and Mata- 
pedia, and where the company failed to run the service between New Carlisle and 
Gaspe, although there was nothing in this section to interfere with traffic. On the 
other hand, when the line has been blocked and otherwise disabled between New 
Carlisle and Gaspe, the service has been continued between New Carlisle and Mata- 
pedia. The people west of New Carlisle complain of the interrupted mail service. 
It appears that one difficulty with the operation of trains has been a laxity of 
discipline on the part of the employees. There has been delay in connection with 
the starting and moving of trains on time, and there has also been a lack of attention 
in regard to notifying people of the trains being delayed. Instructions have been 
issued by the railway to see that the requirements of the Railway Act in this respect 
are thoroughly lived up to. 
The question of locomotive power is one which has attracted much attention. 
The Quebec Oriental has been using an engine which was borrowed from the Inter- 
colonial. The railway has just purchased a locomotive from St. Louis, and this will 
be on the line at work very shortly. There are at present two locomotives in the shops 
being repaired; one of these will be out about the 1st of May, and the other, it is 
expected, will be out about the middle of May. There are two other engines in the 
shops at present. With the new engine, there will be nine engines available for 
service on both railways. This will be sufficient to move the traffic. 
About 30,000 ties have been purchased for renewals during the present year, and 

the manager of the road is waiting for a further supply of money from England t 
carry on repairs on the line. 
What can be done at present is concerned entirely with an improvement in th 
service. What is desired by the people is regular operation of the trains. They hav 
shown a very reasonable attitude in this respect. The mayor of Gaspe states tha 
the people in his locality are willing, if the railway finds it impossible to run a dail 
train and keep it going satisfactorily, to accept a tri-weekly service, so long as thi 
service runs regularly on time so that they can depend on it, not only as regards mal 
and express, but passenger and freight as well. 
Part of the dilatoriness in connection with the train service appears to be a lace 

of discipline among the employees. The trains have been run by them in an eas 
going way. The railway should, therefore, take steps to so stiffen up the discipline 
and improve the operation of the trains that the passenger service be carried 0: 
regularly, making connections as outlined in the timetables, so long as the line is n 
interrupted by storms or other obstructions. Where there is interruption by stor 
or other obstructions, the railway not so affected should run its service regularly 
time, carrying mail and all traffic to the end of*its own line; that is to say, if t 
service on the Quebee Oriental is interfered with, the service on the Atlantic, Queb 
and Western should be carried on, notwithstanding this interference. The same t 
apply if the interference is on the Atlantic, Quebec and Western Railway. Fu 

notice in regard to train delays should be posted and given to the publie. 
A reasonable time will be allowed by the Board for improvements in the respe 
outlined, and thereafter a further inspection will be made. ; 

Chief Commissioner Drayton, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, and Co 
missioner Goodeve, concurred. 
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| APPLICATION OF THE C.L.0. & W. RAILWAY CO., FOR AUTHORITY TO TAKE CERTAIN LANDS, BEING 


PARTS OF LoTs 185, 184, anp 178, IN THE TOWN OF BOWMANVILLE, ONTARIO, FOR THR 
PURPOSE OF CONSTRUCTING A FREIGHT YARD AND APPROACHES THERETO TO SECURE THE 


CONVENIENT ACCOMMODATION OF THE TRAFFIC UPON ITS RAILWAY AT THE TOWN OF 
BOW MANVILLE, ONT. 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner Goodeye, April 16, 1914: 


This application was heard on March 9, 1914, before the Assistant Chief Commis- 
sioner, Commissioner McLean and myself, after a thorough examination of the situa- 
tion on the ground accompanied by the mayor, and some members of the council, 
together with Mr. McLean who appeared as legal counsel on behalf of the city, school 


_ board, board of trade, and St. Paul’s Presbyterian church, and certain citizens whose 


lands were not to be taken, but who claimed they would be injuriously affected; also 
representatives of the railway company. 


There are on file three petitions: One in favour of the application as applied for by 


_ the railway company, stating that in the opinion of thé signers it is the best available 


I 


i 
I 
H 


‘location for the purposes of the said freight yards, and will give the best facilities for 
the business and shipping community of the town of Bowmanville, and that it will 
‘cause less injury to private rights than any other location which could be obtained. 
This petition is largely signed by the owners of manufacturing industries and the 
business men generally. There is a second petition opposing the application on the 
ground that it would injure one of the best residential sections of the town. This 
petition is signed by property holders interested. And there is a third petition also 


opposing the application upon the ground that it would injure the property and 


‘interfere with the services of St. Paul’s Presbyterian Church. This petition is signed 


_by members and adherents of the said church. 


At the hearing two other plans were suggested by those who were opposed to the 
application of the C.L.0.'& W. Railway Co., both of which were north of the main 
‘Tine, one, marked “A“ in red on the plan, being taken off at a point where the main line 
Jerosses Concession street and running northwesterly. In connection with this plan two 
options were filed with the board covering properties that it would be necessary to 
acquire, one for $5,500 and the other for $5,000 and an option for the balance of the 
property that would be required at a price cf $900 per acre. The second plan, marked 
“3B” in red on the map, being taken off at the same point as that proposed in the appli- 
‘eation of the railway company, only on the north side of the main line and running 
northeasterly. In this latter it was stated it would not be necessary to secure the two 
houses above referred to, so that all the necessary property could be obtained at a price 
of $900 per acre. 
i The railway company, through Mr. Leonard and its counsel, Mr. MacMurchy, 
oppose both these plans as being unsuitable for the purposes of the company, claiming 
that they could not get a suitable grade; that, in the case of the plan marked “ B,” it 
would involve an additional interlocking plant in connection with the Toronto and 
astern Railway Co., with added cost and imconvenience in operation. That the dis- 
tance from the centre of the shipping district for the round trip would be one-half mile 
‘greater than at the proposed location, and would involve the crossing of the main line 
it the interlocker at the junction of Seugog and Wellington streets in the cartage of all 
freight to and from the freight sheds; that the company had spent in the neighbour- 
nood of from $250,000 to $300,000 to acquire a good location in order that it might 
serve the public satisfactorily in handling traffic to and from the railway, and that a 
/arge portion of the value of this would be destroyed if they were compelled to go so far 
'rom the business centre. ; 
_ With regard to the petition on behalf of St. Paul’s Presbyterian Church, it was 
ointed out that under the Lord’s Day Observance Act, no freight trains would be 
lowed to be made up on Sunday, and that switching was not likely to take place 
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‘during the time at which services were being held. Mr. MacMurchy, on behalf of the 


C.L.O. & W. at page 640, vol. 196, states as follows :— 


“ This is a local freight yard. There is no work done here on Sundays . - 
Tt will not be necessary in Mr. Leonard’s judgment to have a shunt more than 
twice a day, probably one shunt in the morning and one shunt at night.” 


This latter of course refers to week days. Again at page 641 Mr. MacMurchy 
points out that in Toronto St. Andrew’s Church is 66 feet away from the local freight 
yard in that city, while this property will be 160 feet away; and, referring to the 
objection that it would disturb the pupils of the High School, as above pointed out, 
under ordinary conditions they would never hear the shunting, as it would be done 
twice daily, in the morning and the evening. 

With reference to the third petition, signed by those property owners, no portion 
of whose property would be taken by the railway company, but who claim their property 
would be depreciated by the locating of the freight sheds at the point applied for. The 
board has weighed carefully all the representations made on their behalf. The property 
of most of these complainants is situated on the east side of Wellington street. Ht is to 
be noted that the municipality by by-law granted the use of Wellington street to the 
Toronto and Eastern Railway Company for railway purposes, and that the tracks on 
this strect will be made use of for the moving of freight cars to and from the business. 
centre. It is true that the moving of freight cars by electric power is not as objection- 
able as by steam, as there would be no smoke and less noise.’ It was also represented 
to the board by some witnesses that at the time the by-law was passed the citizens were 
not aware that these tracks would be used for freight purposes. However that may be, 
this district is now established as a railroad centre. 

To allow the Toronto and Eastern Railway Company to enter the centre of the 
shipping district by means of this street, while compelling the C.L.O. & W. to 
establish its freight yards on the outer limits of the city, would be giving to the former 
and vival company a decided advantage, and which, as pointed out by Mr. Leonard, 
would to that extent destroy the value of the large expenditure made by his company 
in order to secure a central location. 

We have on file, submitted by the city, a statement showing the amount of traffic 
crossing the diamond of the C.L.O. & W. and the Toronto & Eastern Railway Company’s 
tracks on Scugog and Wellington streets, and it would undoubtedly be an added source 
of danger to compel all the teaming of freight to cross the railway tracks twice at this 
point. Further, I think the bona fide of the C.L.O. & W. Railway Co., is clearly shown 

by its willingness to expend a very much larger sum to acquire this location than would 
be necessary to acquire either of the alternative locations. 

The board’s chief engineer, under date of March 18, 1914, after a careful survey 
of the whole situation, in a report submitted to the Board, reached the following 


conclusion: 


“Tn my opinion the layout as proposed by the railway company is in the 
\est interests of the town as a whole, and of the railway company.” 


Undoubtedly, for residential purposes, some of the residences on the east side 0! 
Wellington street will be depreciated, and the board regrets that under the Railway Ae 
1¢ has no power to grant compensation under the conditions as here exist. Further, 
it may be pointed out that it almost invariably happens in the entering of a railwa 
into any growing municipality, individuals suffer loss or damage. Recognizing 
tne law has made provision to cover it as far as possible, but it cannot be done in all 
cases; therefore following the usual practice the right of the individual must give way 
to the general advantage of the public as a whole. 

Therefore, in view of the report of the chief engineer of the board, and after | 
eareful consideration of all the circumstances, I am of the opinion that the applicatic 
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of the railway company should be granted, upon the conditions that no unnecessary 
whistling, ringing of bells, or letting off of steam, that no shunting during the hours 
of service in St. Paul’s Presbyterian church be allowed within the yard, that no live 
stock be loaded from this yard, and that the yard shall be neatly fenced and fence 
painted. 
Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioner McLean concurred. 
Ordered accordingly. 


COMPLAINT OF THE MILTON PRESSED BRICK COMPANY, LIMITED, OF MILTON, ONTARIO, AGAINST 
THE ACTION OF THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY IN HOLDING UP THE CON- 
STRUCTION WORK ON THEIR DOUBLE TRACKING BETWEEN TORONTO AND GUELPH 


JUNCTION, ONTARIO. 


Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the 
hearing, April 24, 1914: 


The trouble in this case seems to have arisen from a misunderstanding or may. 

be spoken of as the result of leaving important matters absolutely at loose ends. 

So far as the facts are concerned, I find that Mr. McCannell believed that the 
“railway right-of-way would be thrown to the north a distance of at least thirty feet;. 
_and that, on the strength of"what he believed to be the understanding—his belief being 
grounded on a certain plan which the company submitted and on work which went on 

for some two or three days—he spent $34,000 in improving his property at that point, 
—an expenditure which he would not have made had he known that the company would 
not have given him the thirty feet mentioned by Mr. Lumsden. 

_ It must be borne in mind, however, that the rights of the complainant are indi- 
vidual rights; they are spoken of, not only in the written application, but in the evi- 
dence given before the Board, as a matter of individual rights, involving questions 
which arise under contract, or are based on estoppel; and nothing involving public 
interest under the Railway Act, such as would justify an order of the board, appears 
to have been said or done. Hence the board has no jurisdiction to act either on the 
ground of contract or estoppel. If it can be shown that a contract was really or 
virtually made or if the statements and conduct of the company are such as to. warrant 
an action for damages—and on this I express no opinion—it is a matter for the appro- 
priate court to deal with. It is undoubtedly in the interest of one of the industries 
located on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway, that the main line of that com- 
pany should be moved north at that point; but, under no possible circumstances, as it 
seems to me, would the Board, apart from some public necessity, be justified in inter- 
fering with the through tracks and the rights of property of the railway company. 

_ For these reasons, the application must be dismissed. 


rs PROTECTION AT 18TH STREET, LACHINE, QUE. 


‘ 


Pe Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, January 2, 1914: 
In the answer of the Grand Trunk on file, under date of June 7, 1913, it is 
submitted that 18th avenue (or 18th street) is not a legally constituted street crossing 
right of way and lands and tracks of the railway company, and that no order has 
een issued by the Board converting said crossing into a regular public crossing. 
The city in {ts reply dated July 2, 1913, refers to deed of sale by W. McDonald to the 
Montreal and Lachine Railroad Company, said deed of sale being executed on the 7th 
Of March, 1848. This deed of sale is concerned with the sale of certain lands by the 
vendor to the Montreal and Lachine Railroad Company, the predecessor in title 7f 
the Grand Trunk Railway, in which it was agreed between the vendor and the buyer 
that Market street should be carried across the railway as a public street, as set out 
ym. the plan referred to in the deed of sale. It is represented by the city of Lachine 
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that Market street is now 18th avenue. This contention of the city as to the seniority 
of Market street was not controverted in evidence by the Grand Trunk. The city 
also refers to the Board’s Order No. 9616 of February 7, 1910, which provided for the 
installation of an electric bell at the crossing in question, as a further evidence of 
the legality of the crossing. 

Tt would appear that the creation of the street crossing in question was at least 
contemporaneous with the acquisition of the land for the right of way of the Montreal 
and Lachine Railway, and I am of the opinion that the rights of the city are at least 
equal to those of the railway. “ 

It is admitted in a communication of Mr. Bowker, general superintendent, that 
eates are necessary at this crossing, and the reports of the Board’s inspector in regard 
to the traflie and use of this crossing substantiate this position. 

The only question then is as to the distribution of cost. The city submits that 
the same rale should be applied in the distribution of cost as in the case of Order 
9616 already referred to. In the Order in question, the cost of the electric bell less 20 
per cent of the cost of installation from the Grade Crossing Fund was placed upon 
the railway. In support of this contention, the city claims that the crossing is 
rendered more dangerous by the fact that the railway is running some of its trains 
“st that spot at a much higher speed than the ordinary rate of speed prescribed by 
the Railway Act.” The Board in directing railways to install electric bells has, since 
The Railway Grade Crossing Fund has been available, followed the practice of 
putting the whole of the cost, less the 20 per cent contribution from the Fund, on the 
railway. The practice in regard to electric bells has no necessary bearing upon what 
is proper in connection with the question of installation of gates. 

This is a case in which a contribution from the Grade Crossing Fund would 
be proper. It is, however, a question as to whether the board has not by directing a 
contribution to the cost of installation of an electric bell exhausted its powers under 
the Railway Act. The matter is at present before the Department of Justice for a 
ruling. If the Department of Justice rules that it is within the power of the Board, 
under the Railway Act, to make a contribution to the cost of gates, then I am of 
opinion that the cost of installation should be divided as follows: 20 per cent out of 
the Grade Crossing Fund, 55 per cent by the railway and 25. per cent by the city; 
the cost’of maintenance and operation to be divided 70 per cent on the railway, and 
30 per cent on the municipality. 

In the event of its being rvled that the Board has exhausted its powers to aid this 
crossing, then the cost of installation should be divided 65 per cent upon the railway 
and 35 per cent on the municipality. 

Tt is not feasible to have the work of installation of gates now gone on with. As 
soon as the ruling from the Department of Justice is received, Order may issue; the 
Order to set out in its terms the time within which the plans are to be furnished and 
the work completed. 

Judgement, Mr. Commissioner McLean, April 28, 1914: 

The Department of Justice now having ruled that—* notwithstanding that 
erant has already been made out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund for th 
protection of the crossing of 18th street, Lachine, it is open to: the Board to make : 
further allowance, the previous grant having been made more than a year ago, an 
the’ total grant including that now proposed to be made not exceeding the sum 
$5,000,” order for gates, with the distribution of cost as between the Fund, t 
railway and the municipality on the terms already indicated, should go. 

Chief Commissioner Drayton concurred, i 

Order, in accordance with judgment, issued. 
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APPLICATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF HUMBERSTONE FOR AN ORDER, UNDER SECTION 250 or 
THE RAILWAY ACT, DIRECTING THE GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY TO PROVIDE AN) 
CONSTRUCT SUITABLE CULVERTS UNDER ITS LINE OF RAILWAY KNOWN AS THE BUFFALO 
AND GODERICH DIVISION OF THE GRAND TRUNK, ON LOTS 22 AND 23, FIRST CONCESSION, 
TOWNSHIP OF HUMBERSTONE. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, April 29, 1914: 


The material in support of the application declared that the culverts were neces- 
sary for the purpose of properly draining farm lands lying on the north of the 
railway track, and for carrying the water from drains that were being constructed 
by the township under the provisions of the Municipal Drainage Act. 

The application was opposed by the railway company and the issue set down for 

_hearing at Toronto on November 6, 1912. 

It was shown at the hearing that the township had properly passed a by-law, 
under the Appropriation Act, providing for its drainage works; and that, as part of 
the cost of the undertaking, was included $1,600 for the purpose of building the cul- 
verts under the railway. The by-law also includes the assessment to be made for the 

improvements to the drain. Under this assessment, the special rate to be paid by the 
Grand Trunk is shown to amount to some $86.46, payable in ten annual installments. 

Apparently a proper notice of a court of revision to be held for the purpose of 
considering complaints and appeals against the scheme of assessment was given, and 
the by-law was finally passed on July 31, 1911. 

The acts of the municipality were all intra vires, and the assessment has become 

_ binding. 
Under these circumstances, the only matter open to the board was to pass upon 
_ the character of the work on the railway property having regard to its sufficiency for 
railway operation and the safety of the travelling public. 

it, however, developed at the hearing that the railway, which had been built 
some fifty years ago, at the point in question had provided wooden culverts—two at 
this point each being six feet square on the inside, and that the openings had been 
filled and thirty inch pipes substituted. 

The claim advanced by the municipality was disputed by the railway company ; 
and the matter was referred to the board’s chief engineer with instructions to arrive 
at the exact facts after making a personal inspection on the ground. His report sus- 
tains the claim advanced by the municipality, the change having been made by the 
company so as to make permanent what was originally only a wooden structure. The 
_ change nevertheless lessened the waterway and interfered with natural drainage across 
the railway. The engineer, however, reports that the old wooden box culverts as con- 
_ structed and located, would not serve the present scheme of drainage proposed by the 
township engineer. The new culverts, therefore, in any instance would be necessary. 

The construction was approved at the former sitting, and before the engineer’s 

report was received, the question of cost being reserved. The work has been completed 
‘at a cost of $2,191.09. This cost the engineer reports is fair and reasonable. The 
work has been done by the railway company. Ordinarily the board does not inter- 
fere at all with an assessment made under an appropriate local Act. My own view*is 
that it has no jurisdiction to do so. There are, however, some special circumstances 
‘In this case. The railway company without any apparent right did interfere with 
surface drainage, and on the complaint of the municipatity would have been directed’ 
to restore the former culverts at a cost, as the engineer reports, of some $250 each. 

The board’s engineér reports on this basis that a balance should be paid by the 
municipality of $1,691.09, in view of the unauthorized act of the company in’ dimin- 
‘ishing surface drainage, and in view of the very reasonable assessment that has been 

-made against it for the cost of the work. In my view, this amount should be further 
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reduced to the sum of $1,600, which is the original estimate and on which the plan 
of assessment has been based. 
Concurred in by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott. 
Reported in 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 316. 

APPLICATION MADE BY TIE ESSEX TERMINAL RAILWAY COMPANY OBJECTING TO THE REMOVAL 
OF THAT COMPANY AS A PARTICIPATING CARRIER IN TARIFFS AND SUPPLEMENTS APPLIC- 
ABLE TO INTERNATIONAL TRAFFIC. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, May 4, 1914: 


The application is made as the result of notices the applicant company has 
received in the form of amendments to schedules of the Michigan Central, Grand 
Trunk, Wabash, and Pere Marquette companies making the Essex Terminal party 
to the application of Windsor rates to and from points on its line, these amendments 
withdrawing the Essex Terminal as a concurring party to those schedules in so far 
as they apply to joint traffic to and from the United States. 

Following the usual practice of the Board, such tariffs and supplements were sus- 
pended pending a hearing. The hearing subsequently took place at Ottawa on April 
21st, 1914. 

At the hearing the line companies’ action was justified by them as-a result of the 
order of the Interstate Commerce Commission in the Industrial Railways Case No. 
4181. bi 

The applicant company showed that its status had not been passed upon either 
directly or indirectly before the Interstate Commerce Commission. This was 
admitted by the railway companies issuing the suspended tariffs. The position of 
such companies may be shown by reference to the statement of Mr. Martin (who 
appeared for the Grand Trunk Railway Company), as follows: 


“Mr. Chairman, I may just state that the Essex Terminal Railway was 
classed, after this opinion was given out by the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, as one of the roads partially owned or controlled by the industries which 
it served; that, of course, possibly has not been determined as a fact yet, but 
action was taken in order to be on the safe side, to be in line with the request 
of the various roads with whom the Canadian roads interchange traffic in the 
States. The action was taken in connection with the Grand Trunk in only 
four tariffs, I think, which have international application; no action was taken 
whatever on Canadian traffic. Our tariffs on Canadian traffic apply to-day to 
the Essex Terminal just the same as they did previously to the opinion expressed 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

“We are in this position, whatever our view may be, or whatever the deci- 
sion finally may be in connection with the Essex Terminal Railway, that our 
connections in the States, with whom we have concurrent tariffs and through 
rates, requested us to take this action. 

“This is merely a statement of the facts, Mr. Chairman, and we are not 
seeking at this time to determine the ownership or interests of the Essex Ter- 
minal Railway; but that feature was brought out and the action was taken so 

» that there would be no conflict with the opinion expressed by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission at the time.” 


It should be noted that following the suspension of the tariffs in question by th 
Board, a like suspension was made by the Interstate Commerce Commission, with th 
result that the former tariffs at the present apply in their entirety. 

The order of the Interstate Commerce Commission on Which the railway com 
panies are opposing the application of the Terminal Company and seeking to justify 
their action, was made January 20th, 1914; the report of the Commission deali 
with the question being found at page 212 current volume of the Commission’s repor 
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the whole question being dealt with in an exhaustive judgment delivered by Mr. 


~ Commissioner Harlan. : 


The issue presented for determination by the commission was the legality of the 


allowances paid by public carriers, east of the Mississippi river, to industries on their 


rails that own and operate plant railways in connection with their industrial establish- 


ments. The judgment, with much clearness, establishes on the one hand the fact that, 


under the guise of a transportation service, these plant railways in effect have been 
performing a work which should legitimately be borne as part of the expense and 
operation of the plant facility—a work legitimately a manufacturing expense—purely 
a shipper’s service, and not a transportation service the cost of which fairly can be 
included in the railway rate. 
It is also clearly shown out that these services, which consisted (inter. alia) in 
moving material from one point to another point in the same industrial plant, spotting 


_ and sorting cars all in the interest of the plant and not in ease of the transportation - 


movement, result, on the one hand, in great expense to the line carrier, and, on the 
other hand, to a great advantage to the industrial plant; that such benefits were not 
conceded by the regular railways on any question of principle, but differed in degree in 
the case of the different industries‘ which were fortunate enough to obtain them; so 


_ that in some instances the whole yard or industrial cost was absorbed by the railway 


rate, while in some instances only part; that in some instances all the work was 


_ performed by the railway company, while in other instances the work being done as it 


properly should be done by the manufacturing plant through its own railway was never- 
theless paid for by allowances made by the line carrier either in whole or in part. 

Apart altogether from any question of railway revenues, this of itself constituted 
a direct’ discrimination as between shippers, the large mass of whom have not industrial 
railways of their own of the character described in the opinion of the learned commis- 
sioner. . 

Specified industrial railways are considered in the judgment, and all of those con- 
sidered were found to be railways constructed simply and purely for the purpose of the 
industry owning or controlling them, and not for the purpose of performing a trans- 
portation service as a public carrier. 

The declaration of principle laid down by the Interstate Commerce Commission 
appears to me to be just and sound. The fact of any railway of the character described 
obtaining any portion of a through rate simply means that the industry obtains upon 
all its shipments carried under the rate a rebate to the amount that the industrial line 
participates. The practice is illegal and discriminatory. It remains, therefore, to 
determine whether or not the Applicant Railway Company falls within the class of 
railway companies dealt with in the Order of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

7 As a matter of practice, the board in the past has dealt with international joint 
tariffs having regard to the outward movement only, and, speaking generally, has 
not interfered in any way with any tariff properly filed under American practice 
applying to the joint movement into Canada. The result is that a situation which 
otherwise might have presented difficulties has worked out along satisfactory lines and 
without friction. 

_ While the board’s jurisdiction to and from the International boundary is in my 
opinion absolute, the different industrial railways referred to in the judgment of the 
Interstate Commérce Commission are all situate in the United States. The originating. 
'¢@arrier of traffic out of Canada so far as the Canadian movement is concerned is 
“subject only to this board’s jurisdiction; but I am of the opinion that we should 
implement the judgment of the Interstate Commerce Commission, and if any existing 
through tariffs out of Canada include industrial railways situate in the United States 
Covered by the Order of the Interstate Commerce Commission, such tariffs will be 

uspended. The duty, however, of dealing with the Essex Terminal Railway devolves on 
Hehie board. The authorized line commences and stops in Canada and the incorporation 
is Canadian. I am of the opinion that the question of incorporation is not a matter of 
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much importance. The jurisdiction of the character exercised by either the Interstate 
Comméree Commission or this board practically turns very little on any question except 
that of jurisdiction over the subject matter. The jurisdiction is i7 rem and not im 
persona. To illustrate: the Canadian Pacific Railway Company is a Canadian incor- 
poration. It carries on business, however not only in Canada but in the United States. 
With an admitted jurisdiction over the company as such, in my opinion this board 
should not interfere with the practices and railway requirements which apply on any 
line either owned or operated by the Canadian Pacific in the United States. This 
country can give no right to the Canadian Pacific or any other line to build one foot of 
track in American territory. The only practicable and proper way of dealing with the 
matter is for this Commission not to interfere in a field which is entirely within the 
jurisdiction of either a State Commission or within the jurisdiction of the Interstate 
Yommerce Commission itself. Under a parity of reasoning the jurisdiction of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission is of necessity similarly prescribed. The Michigan 
Central, for example, in its operations in'Canada is subject not to American but to 
Canadian law. Its property is held and its operations controlled under Canadian 
statutes. The jurisdiction of both commissions stops at the International boundary. 

Reference may be had to the board’s judgment in Continental, Prairie and 
Winnipeg Oil Companies v. Canadian Pacific Railway Co. et al. 18 C.R.C. 156, and 
in particular to page 161. 

It appears that the Essex Terminal Railway Company was incorporated by Chapter 
62—A Dominion Act, 2 Edward VII. 

The company was authorized to construct and operate a railway from a point at 
or near Walkerville through the townships of Sandwich East and Sandwich West in 
the county of Essex, to a point in or near the town of Sandwich, and through that 
town and the townships of Sandwich and Anderdon to a point in or near the town of 
Amherstburg. The company has constructed its line from a point west of the town of 
Sandwich; then to the south of the town and in an easterly direction through ‘the 
township into the city of Windsor. It then runs in a southerly direction south of the 
city limit, and then turns again north running through the town of Walkerville and 
past the site of the Ford Motor Company’s works. 

The company also has physical connection with the Grand Trunk railway, Wabash 
railroad, Pere Marquette railroad, the Canadian Pacific railway, the Michigan Central 
railroad, and the Detroit River Tunnel Company. A large number of industries are 
situated on its tracks, a large proportion of which are not situate on any other line 
of railway, but obtain their ear deliveries over the tracks of the applicant company. — 

The company claims that it is not at all comparable with industrial railways and 
is not in fact an industrial railway. 

On the evidence, I find that some twenty-six factories have been directly served 
by the applicant company, and that, in addition to the service directly’ given these 
factories, the applicant company has spotted cars on team tracks in Walkerville, 
Windsor, Sandwich, and Ford, and also done a considerable amount of local switching 
for shippers generally. 

The evidence shows the road which operates approximately 10 miles of track, with 
power of inerease, to have cost $400,000.00, which has been supplied by the shareholders, 
no municipal subsidy or bonus of any kind having been received by the railway com- 
pany. 

The total earnings of the Company last year amounted to $51,233.66. The working 
expenses were stated to amount to about 60 per cent, which appears a reasonable allow 
ance; so that the company’s operations at the present time are netting roughly 5 per 
cent on the invested capital, certain'y not an excessive return. 

It was, huwever, claimed that the applicant railway as a matter of fact is ownet 
and controlled by the Canadian Bridge Company; that the Canadian Bridge Company 
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is a subsidiary of the American Bridge Company, and that that company in turn is 
part of the United States Steel Corporation. The evidence on this point is not con- 
clusive, nor, indeed, can it be said that there is any real evidence on that issue. The 
road was incorporated in the ordinary way necessarily through the medium of indivi- 
dual shareholders and directors. These shareholders are stated to be residents of 
Canada, with the exception of My. F. C. McMath, who resides in New York. The local 
shareholders are for the most part, at any rate, connected in some way or another with 
the Canadian Bridge Company. As stated, the evidence on this question is not at all 
satisfactory, but in my view it is unnecessary that the inquiry should be pursued. 
There is no reason why one course of treatment should be accorded to one - company 
and denied to another simply because that company in turn may be owned or con- 
trolled by others. The matter of ownership is not one in which this board is concerned ; 
the whole question is as to the character of the railway company itself, the service 
performed by it, and whether that service is a service of such a character as justifies 
_ the inclusion of a charge for it in a through rate; or whether, on the other hand, that 
service, on the case here made out, is in chief a service maintained for the purpose of 
obtaining special advantage for the Canadian Bridge Company over other shippers, 
and that services offered to other carriers are, on the one hand, merely a cloak for the 
| original design or, on the hand, negligible in importance and merely accidental and 
_ the result of carrying out the main project. 

This company has as stated, some ten miles of tracks. It is performing a service 
of transportation. It is catering for public business. It has, for example, laid, at the 
request of the city of Windsor, a special industrial spur for the purpose of opening up 
the industrial district of the city of Windsor, and on which spur several industrial 
plants have already been constructed. : 

The application is supported by counsel who appear fer industries served by the 
company. 

A petition was presented by counsel signed by ten manufacturing companies set- 
ting out the fact that such companies would not have located on the industrial site 
I have referred to had it not been for the service supplied by the Applicant Company, 
and the fact that deliveries by that Company to their plants were included in the 
through rate. Industries signing this petition are industries served by the special 
industrial spur above referred to. Their plants represent an investment of $960,000. 

It might also be noted that it is not even suggested that these companies have any 
sinister connection with the Canadian Bridge Company. 

Counsel also filed another petition presented on behalf of other manufacturers 
in the locality who were not located on the industrial spur, but were interested, and, 
as claimed, vitally interested in the service supplied their plants by the Essex Ter- 
‘Minal Company. It was stated that the investment in the different plants interested 
amounted to $2,540,000. 

A large part of the Terminal Company’s business consists of work done for the 
‘Canadian Bridge Companys Out of a total revenue of $51,333, $20,839 was received 
from that company. 
| Although this proportion is large, it is however, less than 41 per cent of the whole, 
and may be contrasted with the proportional public and private business of the class 

‘of railways considered by Mr. Commissioner Harlan, who, at page 227 of his judg- 
‘ment, states: 


: “The road that has most nearly the appearance of a terminal road claims 

| only 8 per cent of outside traffic. Moreover the record shows that, generally 

: speaking outside business is not solicited, but, on the contrary, is disregarded. 
In the great majority of instances there is no real outside traffic. Where any 
such traffic exists, it is almost negligible except in three or four cases.” 
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The Company does not receive a flat switching or interchange rate; its charges 
being proportions of the through rates, varying according to the classification of the 
different commodities delivered to the different plants served by it. 

No complaint has been made to the Board as to the fairness either of the differ- 
ent through rates, or as to the proportion the Essex Terminal Company enjoys. 
It might, however, be noted that on the business handled during the year ending 
January 31, 1914, for the Canadian Bridge Company, which as before stated, is alleged 
to own and control the railway company, the railway received a rate of 25-38 cents for 
each ton handled. During the same period the company carried over its tracks 16,103 
tons for the Canadian Salt’ Company, with a return of $3,309.17, or a rate of 20-55 
cents per ton; for E. Breault, a coal dealer, 2,410 tons, with a return of $485.50, or a 
rate of 20-15 cents per ton; for C. A. Chilver, Builders’ Supplies, 274 tons, with a 
return of $29.44, or a rate of 10-74 cents per ton; for the Canada Sirocco Company, 
1,156 tons, with a return of of $403.24, or a rate of 34-68 cents per ton; for Leggett 
and Platt, 143 tons, with a return of $38.06, or a rate of 26-62 cents per ton; and for 
the Trust Conerete Steel Company, 21,593 tons, with a return of $6,878.87, or a rate of 
of 31-85 cents per ton. ‘ 

While the proportions of the rates are all on an arbitrary basis under the 
“ Official classification, the company has a minimum charge of $8.50 a car, and 
desires to obtain out of the through rates 2 cents on the first four classes, and a cent 


and a half on fifth and sixth; also one cent of commodity rates lower than the’ sixth 


class. 
These rates, as such, have not been called in question. The evidence, however, 


shows that the Canadian Bridge Company is charged in thé same manner as other 
shippers, and the returns show that the company would not seem to enjoy any special 
rate or privilege. The evidence on the other hand shows that the Canadian Bridge 
Company has a plant railway of its own, situate in its own grounds, and that less 
service is performed for the Canadian Bridge Company by the Essex Terminal than 
that company performs for other industries located on its lines, that it merely places 
loaded cars or empties for the Bridge Company on a designated track, that company 
taking the cars and placing them in its industrial plant as desired, without getting 
any rebate whatever. The evidence on that point is as follows :— 


“The QOnter Commissioner: Are they charged in the same way as th 
others ? 

“Myr. Woottatr: Yes, sir; but they take cars and place them in thei 
industry without getting one cent for their service. 

“The Outer ComMIssIONER: So you just run out to the interchange trac 

- and deliver their cars on the interchange track owned by the local industry ? 

“Mr. Wootnatt: Owned by the Essex Terminal. : 

“The Curr Commissioner: But the local industry comes and takes the 
away and spots them for themselves? ; 

“Mr. Woouiatt: Yes. ) 

“The Cumr Commissioner: They receive no remuneration for that? 

“Mr. Woottatt: No. For other industries we take empties and pla 
loads after they are so loaded. 

The Cuter Commissioner: So the fact is you afford a lesser service for th 
company with which you are supposed to be in connection than you do fo 
the general public, and allow them no rebate for it? 

Mr. Woottatt: Yes. The various traffic gentlemen with whom I discuss 
this matter, after looking at the question as they have done, see no reason W 
we should be included in the list of railways or industries discriminated again 
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if these rates are cancelled. Sandwich also, sir, is a point which is not reached 
by any other railway. That will apply also to Ojibway, when we reach that 
point. Our charges to Amherstburg, if we go on to that point, remain to be 
seen.” 


I am of the opinion that there can be no question but that the line carriers have 
failed in their attempt to bring this railway within the terms of the Interstate 


“Commerce Commission Judgment in the Industrial Railways Case, and to satisfy 


this commission that it should extend to that railway the inhibitions directed by the 


Judgment as against the railway companies there considered. It would, on the 


contrary, appear that the action of the line carriers is actuated by a desire to increase 


‘rates. Had there been no terminal railway connecting the different line carriets and 


industries in Windsor, Walkerville and Sandwich, the tracks of the different railways 


are so situated that interchange tracks would, without doubt, have been ordered by 
the board, and shippers afforded the additional interswitching service between the 
different railways. 

The position of the companies is that this work should be carried on in the 
future as in the past by the Essex Terminal Railway and not by the companies under 
tne tariffs of the General Interswitching Order. The territory here being competitire, 


‘that service would largely have been performed at the expense of the line carriers. 


The companies do not propose to reduce their rates at all. The evidence abundantly 
supports this conclusion, and is as follows :— 


“Mr. FLEMING (Counsel for independent shippers): The position as 1 
understand it is this. These roads will deliver at Amherstburg, 18 miles froin 
Windsor at the same rate as at Windsor, the additional charge of the Michigan 
Central being absorbed in the tariff. It would be a great hardship to Windsoy, 
and the other points to pay an additional switching charge, as it were, into their 
factories. If the railways require an additional freight rate, why, that is one 
question which I am not prepared to discuss now, but it is imposing a penalty 
on these factories located on the Essex Terminal if they are required to pay the 
through rate with the additional charge for the service of the Essex Terminal. 

“Tue Cer Commissioner: Is not that the idea, Mr. Martin, that instead 
of reducing your through rates to Windsor by the amount which this company 
now gets, and which company is performing an interswitching service that you, 
under the general order, would have to perform? Is it the fact that you are 
going to absorb that instead of reducing your through rates ? 

“Mr. Martin: That we are going to absorb that? 

“THE CHIEF ComMMISSIONER: Yes, just keep up the rate and take what the 
Terminal Company is getting ? 

“Mr Martin: That depends upon what is finally decided as to the 
nature of this railroad and other roads of similar character. 

(} “Tur Curer Commissroner: But supposing this falls within some prohibi- 
tion rightly made, that there is some undisclosed evil which we do not know 
rE anything about, and that the public is in some way suffering from something, 
is in remedying it do you propose to keep up the rates just as they are and taxe 
; for yourselves and the other railways concerned in the longer haul as against 
this terminal movement the full through rates as they now exist? 
“Mr. Martin: In other words, we would maintain their rates as they are 
and add the charge of this road to our charges? 
“THE Curr Commissioner: Yes. 


“Mr. Martin: That would be the result. 
“THE Outer ComMMISSIONER: I sce. 
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“\fr. Fueminc: That is what we are fighting, Mr. Chairman. 

“Turn Curr CoMMISSIONER: That is just simply what the result would be. 

“Mr. Cuisnorm: That is the result under that Industrial Track decision. 

“Tip Cuter ComMIssioNeR: Then, if we turn round and disregard this 
line altogether and direct your companies to put in interswitching tracks so 
as to enable interswitching to be done under the general Interswitching Order, 
what difference would there be in the situation, Mr. Martin ? 

“Mr. Martix: The difference to us would be the cost of putting in all these 
tracks. 

“Tur Came CoMMISSIONER: It would cost you more money. 

“Mr. Martin: I grant you probably it would. 

“Tip Curr Commissionrr: If the different railways had to look after this 
interswitching under the general order, they would be spending more 
money than they are under this system in * indsor. Is not that right? 

“My. Martin: I have not any doubt answering your question specifically, 
Mr. Chairman, that it would cost the railways more to-day to furnish those facili- 
ties than it costs them to-day to use the facilities already there. 

“Trp Oumr Commissioner: Certainly. So the result would be that if this 
local interswitching service to the public was to be withdrawn, your line and the 
other lines would be enabled to absorb the charges of the present local company 
and thereby get a greater revenue; but on the other hand, if the public were 
continued to be given this service they have enjoyed in the past, instead of your 
getting a greater revenue out of your through rate, as a matter of fact you would 
be getting Tess ? 

“My. Martin: Yes.” 
as no discrimination been shown between shippers in 
d control by the Canadian Bridge Company 
lso appears as the result of the admis- 

that, instead of the line 
erations of the Essex Ter 


The result is that not only h 
this neighbourhood, but that the allege 
has in no way injured any other shipper ; but it a 
sion made by a representative of the opposing companies, 
carriers obtaining a smaller revenue as the result of the op 
minal Railway, their operations are carried on actually at less cost. 

The suspension of the tariffs and supplements will be continued. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioners McLean and Goodeve 


concurred. 
Order, disallowing tariffs, issued. 


RE G. T. R.—ASHBRIDGE BAY SPUR. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, May 7, 1914: 


The application in this case was made by Mr. Raney on behalf of the owners 
property abutting on Ashbridge’s bay, and who claimed riparian rights, ineluding th 
right to use, for the purposes of navigation, Ashbridge’s bay and channels connectin 
such bay with Toronto bay. | 

The application in form asked for the recission of the board’s Order No. 20288 
dated September 8, 1913, which authorized the Grand Trunk Railway Company t 
construct a branch line commencing at a point on the portion of its railway know 
as the Ashbridge’s Bay spur, east of Cherry street, Toronto; thence extending in 3 
southwesterly and southerly direction along and across what*is known as the 15f 
foot roadway, and across Keating’s channel for a distance of 135 feet; thence in 
southerly and southeasterly direction a distance of 2,415 feet in the Toronto harbov 
industrial district. 
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The application came on for hearing at Toronto on January 96.1914" Th was 
opposed by Mr. McMaster, who appeared for the Toronto Harbour Commissioners, and. 
by Mr. Geary, corporation counsel for the city of Toronto. 

It is alleged that the spur in question, carried ag it is across Keating’s channel 
by a permanent structure, prevents the navigation of that channel, and prejudicially 
affects, if not, indeed, renders valueless, the boatbuilding plants situate on Ashbridge’s 
bay, the owners of which ask a recission of the previous order. 

It appeared that the order complained of was made by the board on the consent 
of the city and the Toronto Harbour Commissioners, and that the property owners 
for whom Mr. Raney appeared had not been advised of the application nor had any 
knowledge of it; and that there was nothing before the board which would in any 
way indicate that any rights of navigation were being interfered with. On the 
contrary local matters of navigation being entrusted to the care of the Toronto Har- 
bour Commissioners so far as this board is concerned, the information before the 
board would be that from the standpoint of navigation the construction of the spur 
was unobjectionable., . 

It further developed that, as a matter of fact, the spur was built for the Toronto 
Harbour Commissioners, the letter from the Harbour Commissioners’ Kngineer, filed 
with the Board, stating that the Commission was anxious to have the track con- 

structed at as early a date as possible. It has also developed that the use of the track 
was necessary for the reclamation of the district and the carrying out of the Harbour 
Board’s plans. | 
_ The result is that the real opposition developed at the hearing to the application 
was made on behalf of the harbour commissioners and the city. There is no doubt 
that, had the board been aware of any question of riparian rights in Ashbridge’s bay, 
including rights of navigation through the channel, no order would have been made 
without notice to those interested. Two remedies were open to the applicants—the 
first being the remedy at law, and the second the remedy which is now sought by the 
application to this Board. 

It developed at the hearing that the applicants’ had already brought an action 
against the city, to which action the Harbour Board was joined as party defendants, 
in which, among other remedies, a declaration of the right of navigation in Ash- 
bridge’s bay was specifically sought. 

‘It was further developed at the hearing that the case had been tried by the Hon- 
ourable the Chancellor; that the evidence had all been taken; and that the case now 
stood for judgment. 

The Board’s view under such circumstances was that the application should stand 
until judgment was delivered, the question of navigation being common to both: issues. 
The case was accordingly adjourned; but, on the undertaking of the Harbour Board 
to get out boats manufactured in any of the boat-building plants on the bay ready 
for delivery up to May following the hearing. 
ie The application as adjourned was “isted for hearing at the last sittings of 
the Board on April 24th, 1914. It was removed from the list of ¢ases to be heard 
as the result of the letter of Messrs. Mills, Raney and Co., which is as follows 4 

i “We have your notice of the 9th instant advising us that this matter will 

4 be on the list for hearing at the next meeting of the Board in Toronto on the 
24th inst. The matter was adjourned at the last sitting pending the decision 
of the Chancellor in actions then standing for judgment involving the question 
of navigability to Ashbridge’s bay and Keating’s cut. Since then the jude- 
ment of the Chancellor has been handed down and is in appeal. We presume 
the matter will have to stand over until the determination of the appeal, 

“We suggest that the matter stand off the list to be brought on by either 
party on notice to the other and to the Board after determination of the appeal. 
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“We are sending a copy of this letter to Messrs. McMaster, Montgomery 


and Fleury, solicitors for the Harbour Board.” 

The judgment of the Honoura 

rights of navigation in Keating’s channel or Ashbridge’s bay. Apart from the question 

of navigation, there is no ground on which the application can be supported. The appeal 

that is mentioned in Messrs. M iller, Raney and CGompany’s letter is the plantiff’s appeal. 

An issue has now arisen between the parties as to the terms on which the hearing 

of January 26, 1914, was adjourned, the position taken by Mr. Raney being that the 

undertaking given by Mr. McMaster, and on which the adjournment was made, was 

that the applicants should have uninterrupted access to Toronto bay until the ques- 

tions in controversy were determined. On the other hand, Mr. McMaster contends 

that the Railway Commissioners are only responsible to the extent of getting out boats 

manufactured between the date of hearing and May, if such boats could not be got out 

through the channel. The question is one of considerable importance to the appli- 

cants, but there is but little room for any discussion as to the terms on which the 
adjournment was made. The record on the question is as follows :— 

“The Curer Commissioner: What harm will be done by letting 

for a couple of months? 

“My. Ranry: There is just this about it, sir; these men have not been taken 

into the confidence of the board; these men have running industries, going 


this stand 


concerns. 
“Mr. MoMaster: They are not doing anything there to-day. 
‘Mr. Raney: If you will pardon me, 
years in fact—have been kept constantly on tenterho 
what is going to happen to them; the 
them; and they do not know whether 
them aut or not. They build their boats in the winter; they d 
spring. 
“Mr. McMaster: We will get their boats out for them. - 
“The Curr Commissioner: Will you undertake to get ou 


manufacture ? 


wn 


ble the Chancellor finds that the applicants have no | 


these men for months past—for two - 
oks; no one has told them ~ 
Harbour Board will disclose nothing to 
if they manufacture boats they can get © 
o not wait at 


¢ 


+ 
t any boats they ; 


“My. McMaster: We will undertake to get out any they manufacture 


between this and next May.: We will take them out on a train, if necessary. 


“ My, Cousins: (Engineer, Harbour Board): We can get them out without 


damage. 
“The Crier Commissioner: Without cost to them ? 


“Mr. McMaster: They can go out under their own power. 
“The Cur Commissioner: Supposing the boats cannot get out? 


; 
f 
i 
* 


“Mr. McMaster: If we have to carry them out—if they cannot float out— 


we will carry them out at our expense. Tf they can float out, t 
under their own power. 


hey should go out 


“The Cuter Commissionrr: Of course, Mr. Raney does not want anything 


else. 


f 


“\r. Raney: I have no objection that the matter should stand over on in 


undertaking. There is just this point about it, that the Chancellor may no 
‘) 


decide that question of navigation. 


“The Cuter ComMIssioNER: Then, 1 suppose we will have to deal with it. 
Any boats that they manufacture between this and May, you are going to get 


out for them if they cannot get them out through the channel.” 


The Harbour Board must remove, without cost to the applicants or any of the 


any motor boats which they now have ready for delivery. It is not necessary to go in 


yj 
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the question as to when they were finished, etc. The spirit of the undertaking was 
_ that the applicants were to be put in the position of being able to make delivery of 
boats ready for market within the time stipulated, and that if the bridge in question 
prevented such boats going out under their own power, the boats would be removed 
without expense to the applicants by the Harbour Board. 

A list of. boats: ready for delivery must be submitted within one week to the 
Harbour Board, and the Harbour Board’s responsibility in its undertaking will cease 
just as soon as such boats have been placed by the Harbour Board in Toronto bay, if, 
as a matter of fact, they cannot be floated through the channel. 

No further order is made, and the board does not pass one way or the other upon 
any question of navigability of the stream, that question being covered by the judgment 
of the Honourable the Chancellor, and the application having been postponed for the 
purpose of enabling the pending appeal from it to be prosecuted to conclusion. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred. 


LOCATION OF STATION ON C.P.R. AT COQUITLAM, B.C. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, May 7, 1914: 


This is an application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for an order 
approving of the location of a station at Coquitlam, British Columbia, as shown on 
plans filed with the board. 

The original application in this matter, which has been very much debated, came 
on for hearing at a sitting of the board held in Vancouver on November 29, 1912, 

Although the application was in form an application by the Canadian Pacifie, 
the burden of the application was assumed by the Coquitlam Terminal] Company, a 
real estate corporation that was desirous of having the station moved from New West- 
Minster to a point in Coquitlam nearer to that company’s property; and the question 
of railway facilities was, in the manner the case was then presented, not much dwelt 
upon and was a question of only subsidiary importance. 

The board has found that such consideration would afford no ground for the 
removal of the station from New Westminster; and that no station should be moved 
simply for the purpose of furthering real estate interests in one quarter as against 
those in another, or advancing the interests of a new townsite. 

After the hearing, but before judgment on the application was delivered, an 
inspection of the existing facilities at New Westminster was made by Commissioner 
‘MeLean and myself. We then came to the conclusion that, while conditions necessitat- 
ing a change might. arise in the future, no change at that time was necessary in the 
public interest. 

A further application made by the company was heard at a sitting of the board 
held in Vancouver on May 19, 1913, when it was stated, on behalf of the company, 
shat, while it was desirable in its view that, in order to make necessary additions to the 
*xisting facilities, a station should be built in Coquitlam, at the point indicated on 
ihe plan filed, it was confident that a majority of those interested in the locality 
vould, in their own interest, be in favour of obtaining the increased facilities, that the 
pplication would not be pressed by the railway company until a vote had been 
aken on the question for the purpose of determining what the real local interest was. 
\ecordingly the municipality of Coquitlam passed a referendum by-law, entitled The 
*ort-Coquitlam Station Referendum By-law, which was submitted to a vote on Sep- 
ember 29, 1913. ) ; ont 

The question submitted gave the ratepayers the option of expressing their opinion 
a favour of building the new station (1) at the north end of the school road; or (2) 
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on the present location; and the certificate of the city clerk on the result of the’ poll 
is as follows: 
. (OC ee ae 

70 

3 


For removal.......-- 
Against removal.... - 
Ballots spoiled... ..,..°-- +++ 


which, of course, means that, of this vote, a large majority favoured building at the 
north end‘ of the school road rather than on the present site. 

Following the vote, the municipality of Port Coquitlam made an application for 
an order directing the Canadian Pacific to build a new station at the north end of the 
school-house road. ; 

The municipality of Coquitlam, on October Sth, passed, and subsequently filed 
with the board a resolution in favour of maintaining the station on the present site. 

The fairness of the referendum has been challenged in a series of papers lodged 
with the board by those opposing the application for a change of site, and numerous 
petitions have been received. 

At the sittings of the Board held in Vancouver on October 27, 1918, Mr. Mac- 
Intyre appeared for the city of Coquitlam and asked that the application of the city 
for the construction of a station at the foot of the school-house road in Coquitlam be 
listed for hearing. The request was granted and the application heard at the same 
sitting, Mr. Cowan appearing in the interests of those desiring the station to be retained 
on its present site and Mr. Peters appearing for the Canadian Pacific. se 

It developed at the hearing that objections to the vote were based, not only on 
the allegation that the school-house road site submitted to the raterayers was an unde 
sirable one, but also on the further allegation that the vote approving of the pro 
posed removal had been carried as a result of the votes of non-residents. Tt is @ 
record, however, that 148 residents voted, and that only 70 votes were recorded in 
favour of the present site; so, crediting the whole of the 70 votes to ratepayers resid. 
ing in the locality, the most that can be said on the ground of local convenience and 
the wish of the local ratepayers is that, to say the least, they are pretty equally 
divided on the question, and that there is no publie expression of a preponderating 

interest requiring the station to be maintained on its present site. 

Undoubtedly some property owners will be damaged by the station facilities being 
placed further east. Any change in the location of railway facilities of necessit 
damages some one. It, on the other hand, may benefit many. The question is ons 
of collateral rather than main importance. The board’s desire to ascertain whether th 
existing facilities, in view of changed conditions and increased traffic, are or are no 
sufficient: and, if not sufficient, whether they can be made sufficient and convenien 
on the present site; or, failing this, what, in the public interest, is the best location 
for a station at Coquitlam. The public interest here referred to has nothing to a 
in the first instance, with the question of real estate values one way or the other, ¢ 
real estate damages; it is the preponderating interest of those who will use the statio: 
in question—the people in Coquitlam and the surrounding district who are entitle 
to proper and sufficient transportation facilities. 

It was further shown at the hearing that those opposed to the removal of 
station were of the view, as already stated, that the site selected by the municipalit 
was improper. In reference to the municipality’s proposition on the one hand and tl 
site urged by the railway company on the other, the record is as follows:— 


“Mr. Cowan: Of the two evils, I think the schoolroad is perhaps 
worst. I do not think there is much doubt about that. 

“The Curer CommissioneR: Why? It is much nearer to you. 

“Mr. Cowan: It is a blind street. It is a foolish act. Immediately w 
there is a swamp. There is no present means of access to it or egress from 
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without gum boots or something of that kind. I think your engineeer would 
very quickly say that was preposterous. 
“I may mention, too, that the railway company will practically confirm 
what I say. 
“The Cuter CoMMISSIONER : Oh, yes they want it down their way. 
“ Mr. Cowan: They want it at 16. 


“THE CHIEF COMMISSIONER: You are with the Canadian Pacific on the 
question of the school road? 


“Mr. Cowan: Yes.” 


As matters now stand, it has further to be noted that both the old site and the 
new site are within the limits of the same municipality; and the position of the city 
is that, if the situation at the foot of school-house road is an improper eituation, 
the municipality would rather that the increased facilities which they claim are 
hecessary in the interests of increased transportation, should be afforded the public 

on the site suggested by the Canadian Pacific, than that an attempt should be made to 
provide them at the present site. 

The board had no notice that the case would be considered, and had no papers 
with it at the time of the hearing; hence the matter had of necessity to stand for 
judgment. ; 

Since the hearing, the board has had further inspection made of the location and 

of the proposed sites. Mr. Spencer, who is now the board’s chief operating officer, 
has reported against the present site; and that, in the interests of safety and better 
accommodation, a new station should be provided. A material part of his report is 
as follows :— 


“The traffic, both freight and passenger, to and from Westminster, is 
transferred to and from the main line at Westminster junction, for which 
purpose the company is running eight mixed trains per day over that branch, 

all between 8 a.m. and 11.15 p.m. These’trains all use the “Y” track men- 
tioned for the purpose of coming to the platform at Westminster Junction 
Station, and pass out on the main track for the purpose of switching, loading 
and unloading express, baggage, ete., and for the purpose of running to the west 
leg of the “Y™” to turn the engine or cars, or both, on each trip; and, as the 
ears for the freight shed at Westminster junction and for team track delivery 
or loading stand upon the siding, the said siding being on the inside of the 
‘ curve of the “Y” track, a dangerous situation is created, these cars and the 
| freight shed itself intercepting the view of the train using the “Y ” track from 
{ pedestrians going to and from the station, access to which is reached only by 
crossing the tracks from Dewney Trunk road at east end of the platform. 
“There is a hotel located on the north side of the ‘tracks immediately 
opposite Westminster Junction station. The entrance to this hotel is from the 
company’s right of way, and people cross the track from the platform to the 
hotel quite freely; and, as there are two main tracks and switching lead there, 
another dangerous condition obtains, both as regards the main line movements 
and the turning operation of the Westminster Branch train. 
fa “The passenger station is an old: building with one or two lean-to’s 
attached, and in this pile there are two waiting-rooms, freight, ticket, and 
telegraph offices. While the building was clean, it is decidedly out of date and 
too small for the accommodation of the travelling public, especially during 
bad weather. ! 
“The railway company states that they handle nearly 100 passengers a day 
to and from Westminster. The ticket sales locally at Westminster junction 
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for the month of November show 1,981, an average of 66 per day. The freight — 
business locally at Westminster Junction shows for the month of November :— 


Received fhe A Me ei nace creas 
Korwarded<:. wen & NS har ae eee ees k 
Totaly «11s Geto anibe Wess eae Saket | 


and, in addition, carload shipments of gravel to Vancouver not handled on the 
siding mentioned—3,803 tons.” 
On the question of the siding opposite the school-house road, Mr. ic a 


wr" | 


¥ 


reports: 

“ At the side opposite school-house road, the company has not sufficient 

land to put in a suitable building without encroaching on the highway, which, — 

at that point, is very narrow; and it is too close to Shaughnessy street. } 
“The company’s location is 1,310 feet, or 640 feet farther, from Shaugh-- 

nessy Street than the school-house road site, and will, therefore, provide 
ample space for a standard train to stand clear of Shaughnessy street. Thigh 

site is also nearer the centre of the present population, and consequently cen-— 

tral for the majority of people. ; ‘ 

“My recommendation is that the company’s application be approved.” i 

The board also had Mr. Kerr, its engineer for the district, consider carefully the 

layout plan prepared by Mr. Webster and the layout plan as prepared by the Canadian 

Pacific Railway Company, as well as the suggested site at School-house Road; and: 

Mr. Kerr reports that, if Mr. Webster’s plan were adopted, it would, in his opinion, 

interfere with the development of the city and prove detrimental to the interests of 

the public at large; that the site does not provide sufficient room for future trade, 
that it is at the extreme west of the city limits; that there is no room for handling 

freight; and that it would not be a desirable place for stock yards. He further 

reports that the street entrance to the freight sheds on Mr. ebster’s plan would be dan- 

gerous, and might result in serious accidents due to the fact that it crosses the West. 

minster branch line; and his final conclusion is that, with the city’s interests in view, 

as well as in the interests of the company, and the general public, the company should 

be authorized to place its station on the site selected by it—immediately east of the 

north end of Kingsway road. 

The board has very carefully considered the different sites, and has been at great 
pains to arrive at a proper disposition of the case, especially in view of the fact that 
the earlier settlers, in the west part of the city, near the present location, will be mor 
or less injured by the removal of the station,—a fact which would certainly forbi 
removal but for the paramount claim growing out of questions-as to the safety 
accommodation, and convenience of the general public in the locality to be served by 
the station. 

The board is now satisfied that the railway facilities in Coquitlam have become 
insufficient—that it is necessary for the company to enlarge its yard, extend the sidings 
and provide passing tracks; our engineers are of opinion that the layout of the “ Wye 
at Westminster junction does not admit of necessary extensions at that point; 
a very strong objection to the site is the fact that the team tracks and frei 
shed can be reached only by crossing one or other of the main line tracks. 

So everything considered, I am of the opinion that, not with a view to assist im 
the sale of real estate, but in the general interests of the public in the locality, th 
board should grant the company’s application, authorizing it to erect its station 
Coquitlam on the site immediately east of Kingsway road—on terms to be include 
in the order. 

1st. That the station platform be extended to the school-house crossing to 
convenient access from that point to the station. . 
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2nd. That the railway company deed to the municipality, free of cost, a strip of 
land, say, 20 feet in width, to widen the road from Westminster junction to the pro- 
posed new station; any dispute as to the exact width or dimensions of the said strip 
to be settled by the Board. 
3rd. That the company give the municipality, as per offer already made, the steel 
bridge referred to at the hearing, on terms to be agreed upon between the company 
and the municipality, in case the municipality desires to secure the said bridge. 
4th. That the company will not close its station at Westminster junction with- 
_ out first obtaining the consent of the Board, it being understood that, under present 
conditions, the said consent is withheld. 
Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton,. July 18, 1914. 
The judgment annexed hereto was prepared and ready for delivery before the 
Board’s last trip to the West. It was held back by reason of the fact that, while the 
Board had no doubt as to the correctness of the conclusions arrived at, it might be 
that by reason of changed circumstances and conditions the order should not be made, 
the Board’s feeling being that if the present facilities were at all adequate the station 
should be kept where it is in view of the settlement which has taken place in its imme- 
_ diate vicinity. 
As a result of the inspection which I made last June, it is apparent that business 
has sc much decreased as to render it possible for the station to remain where it is for 
_ the present. Before ascertaining this the Board was advised by Mr. McKenzie, the 
mayor of Coquitlam, that in the interest of the future development of Coquitlam it 
should be known without greater delay as to whether or not the station would be 
moved, and where its ultimate location would be. 
I have no doubt that the check in business is but temporary, and that the exist- 
ing facilities will in the near future be insufiicient. 
In view of the request of the municipality that the matter should be settled 
without delay, the Board’s judgment already referred to will now be delivered. 
Commissioner GoopEVE concurred. 
Ordered accordingly. 


APPLICATION MADE BY THE MONTREAL LIGHT, HEAT, AND POWER COMPANY FOR AUTHORITY 
TO LAY A THIRTY-INCH GAS PIPE FROM THE COMPANY’S NEW WORKS ON THE LACHINE 

‘  GANAL ACROSS THE PROPERTY NOW UNDER LEASE BY THE GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COM- 
PANY FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF RAILWAYS AND CANALS, CADASTRAL Nos, 1005, 1026, 
AND 1025, PARISH OF LACHINE, NEAR THE WESTERN END OF THE TURCOT YARDS. 


/ 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, May 20, 1914: 

The case came on for hearing at Montreal on Friday, May 15, 1914. 

After argument, judgment was reserved, and the matter was referred to the board’s 
chief engineer to report on the engineering questions involved. 

It was thought at the hearing that it might be extremely dangerous to allow a 
- gas main of such a diameter to be laid under railway tracks, more particularly having 
regard to the fact that the ground was soft in character and that the plans of the 
railway company would call for the utilization of this property for yard tracks, result- 

ing in more or less hammer owing to the imperfect character of the ground on the 
proposed gas main. 

Mr. Mountain has since reported that the work can be carried on safely, as, under 
the tracks of the Grand Trunk, the trench can be excavated down to solid ground. 
This, of course, must be done. Mr. Mountain is of the view that the work can be 

authorized without endangering the public safety on the condition that it be carried 
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out to the entire satisfaction of the Chief Engineer of the Grand Trunk Railway | 
Company. 

The point at which the power company desires to cross the railway company’s 
property is not ow line with any street, and the company is in the same position as 
any other landowner, subject, of course, to the sections of the Railway Act which give 
the board jurisdiction for certain purposes over the company’s property. 

The work involves the occupancy of the railway yards to an extent of about 
1,200 feet. 

Mr. Chisholm, who appeared for the railway company, objected that the application 
could not be supported under any section of the Act, and that the pipe could not be 
authorized under the provisions of section 250, which, as he submitted only gives 
rights of application to the municipality or adjacent landowner. The section referred 
to by Mr. Chisholm, and which is invoked in support of the application in subsection 
<b) of section 250 of the Act, and is as follows: 


“Any municipality or landowner desires to obtain means of drainage, or the 
“vieht to lay any pipes or other pipes, temporarily or permanently, through, 
“ along, upon, across or under the railway or any works or land of the company ; 
“theboard may, upon the application or complaint of the municipality or land- 
“owner, order the company to construct such drainage or lay such pipes, and 
“may require the applicant to submit to the board a plan and profile of the 
“portion of the railway to be affected, or may direct an inspecting engineer, 
“oy such other person as it deems advisable to appoint, to inspect the locality 
“in question, and, if expedient, there hold an inquiry as to the necessity or 
“requirements for such drainage or pipes, and to make a full report thereon 


“to the board.” p 
Subsection 3 of the same section also provides that: 


“The board may upon such report, or in its diseretion, order how, where, when, 
“by whom, and upon, what terms and conditions, such drainage may be affected, 
“or pipes laid, constructed, and maintained, having due regard to all proper 


“ interests.” 


It appeared at the hearing that this company is a land-owner, and an adjacent — 
land-owner, and as then intimated by me I am of the view that, as a matter of law, 
the board has jurisdiction to make the order asked. 

Tt was claimed by the company at the hearing, that, in order to serve the public and 
discharge the obligation resting on the company as a publie utility, it was absolutely 
necessary that gas should be conveyed across the railway company’s property in order > 
to furnish a supply to a very large number of the inhabitants of Montreal. I find that 
there is no question at all as to the public necessity of the work, nor is there any other 
way in which the necessary access can be reasonably obtained except across the railway 
company’s property. Under these circumstances, I am of the view that an order should 
be made. 

The railway company, however, should be treated just in the same manner as any 
other owner of property would be entitled to be treated. Not only should the work be 
carried out to the reasonable satisfaction of the railway company’s Chief Engineer so 
as to insure safety to the travelling public; but arrangements should be made so as to 
enable water to be pumped from the gas main, or the gas main to be otherwise cleaned, 
or repaired, without interfering with the railway company’s operations. 

The Gas Company must be at the full responsibility of the maintenance of the pipe 
and indemnify the railway company from any loss, damage, or injury to the railway 
company’s property or employees, or to the travelling public on the company’s trains. 

Treating the railway company as a private land-owner, the gas company should 
either make an agreement with the railway company as to the amount of damages, if 
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any, that are sustained, or, failing an agreement, exercise its powers of expropriation 
Gif it has any), so as to fix the amount of compensation by arbitration. If the Gas 
Company has no such powers of expropriation, and it can only go across the lands in 
question on the board’s order, further application may be made to the board for a 
direction as to the assessment of damages. 

I think the board has jurisdiction under the Act to impose these terms and condi- 
tions as conditions precedent to the exercise of the authority which I think should be 
conferred. 

Should the requirements of the railway company’s engineer as to the layout and 
character of the work be, in the opinion of the Gas Company, unreasonable, those 
details will be settled by the Board’s Chief Engineer. Commissioner McLean concurred. 
Reported in 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 330, 


| APPLICATION BY J. H. MCPHERSON FoR AN ORDER DIRECTING THE CANADIAN PACIFIO RAILWAY 
COMPANY TO CONSTRUCT A SIDING FROM A POINT ON ITS MAIN LINE TO THE APPLICANT’S 
STONE QUARRY IN LOT 22, CONCESSION 7, GORE OF PUSLINCH, WELLINGTON COUNTY, 
ONTARIO. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, May 20, 1914. 
| The application was heard on April 24, 1914, at the sitting of the board held in 
Toronto. 

It was opposed by the railway company, the matter argued, and the judgment of 
the board withheld until the engineering difficulties which were urged by the company 
at the hearing could be checked up by an engineer of the board after a view of the 
locus in quo. This inspection has been since made and a report received by the board. 

The objections taken by the company were in a large part based on the ground 

that the switch would entail breaking the company’s main line at a point between 
seven and eight miles west of Guelph junction. The line at the present consists of 
but a single track. It was urged, on behalf of the company, that it was one of the 
busiest portions of its line, and that between forty and fifty trains passed the point 
in question each day; and that railway traffic was so heavy that the company was now 
contemplating double-tracking. 

The report of the board’s engineer shows that the spur applied for would leave 
the main line only 2,700 feet west of an existing quarry spur; that the main line 
grade is -757 per 100 feet; that west of the spur in question the track is straight, but 
that to the east there is a curve only a short distance away; and that one mile farther 
west there is another spur, with the result that the main line track has already been 
cut in two places between Puslinch and Leslie, a distance of about seven miles. 
| There is no question at all but that the practice of breaking the main line tracks 
for industrial switches at points where trains are operated at high speed is more or less 
dangerous. 
| Mr. Guthrie, who appeared for the applicant, pointed out the fact that the 
company had put in other switches, and that there would be no more danger with 
‘this switch than there was with the others. This is undoubtedly true. On the other 
hand, because the company has made a mistake in the past, or for the purpose of 
obtaining freight has to some extent jeopardized the safety of its trains, is no reason 
why the board should either countenance or follow the practice. 

Switches have often been put in in the past when they were practically unob- 
jectionable in view of light traffic on the line and slow movement, and they are 
extremely difficult to get rid of when the conditions have changed. 

The question narrows itself down to that of determining whether the applicant 
should be’ accommodated by an extension of the Maloney Quarry spur—which would 
Gost- probably some $4,000, and possibly about $3,000 more than a direct spur would 
Cost—or safety of train operation on the other hand be imperilled. 
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To my mind there is no room for doubt that the application should be refused. 
T think, however, that, if the applicant desires to have a spur run to his property from 
the Maloney Quarry spur, an order should be made. ! 

In case, however, the line is double-tracked, the objections disappear. 

The switch can be built with a grade of 1-35 away from the main line, and with 
the double track will become a trailing switch, which cannot fairly be described as 


dangerous. | 
The applicant, therefore, has the option of either waiting until such time as the | 
line is double-tracked for his spur, or having spur accommodation afforded by the | 
extension of the Maloney Quarry spur on the applicant’s complying with the terms 
of section 226 of the Act. 


Concurred in by Commissioner Goodeve. 


CITY OF HAMILTON AND T. H. & B. RY.—SPUR ACROSS VICTORIA AVENUE SOUTH. i 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, May 21, 1914: 9 
This case involves the question of the construction of a spur carried on an over- — 
head structure across Victoria Avenue South in the city of Hamilton, Ontario, to - 
the premises of the Gillies-Guy Coal Company. 
The coal company, apparently, had applied to the railway company for the spur, — 
and as the railway company was of the opinion that the coal company was entitled — 
to the spur, the railway company made application, under sections 222 and 223 of the H 
Railway Act, for an order authorizing the spur construction. ; 
The application was supported by the consent of the Corporation of the City of - 
‘Hamilton, which was duly filed with the Board, the consent reading as follows: 


“That no objection be made to the issuing of an order by the Board of 
Railway Commissioners for Canada providing for the construction of a siding 
by the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway Company into the premises of 
Gillies-Guy, Limited, and crossing Victoria Avenue overhead, in accordance 
with the plan submitted, with the following modifications: Providing for a pier 
or support to the east of the present sidewalk on the east side of the street, and 
carrying the tracks without any further support to the west side of the street 
in a line with the outer edge of the sidewalk on that side of the street produced; 
the whole ofthe work of construction on the street to be satisfactory to the | 
city engineer, and the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway Company to 
indemnify the city in case of any claims on account of the construction and 
maintenance of this overhead crossing. The privilege hereby granted to be 
during the pleasure of the council.” 


This action was taken by the city council at its meeting on the 31st of March, 
1914. 

The Board subsequently, by order numbered 21618, authorized the spur construc- 
tion, and by the terms of the order required the railway company to indemnify the 
city from and against any claims on account of the construction or maintenance 0 
the overhead crossing, leaving the question of details of construction to be determined 
by the Board’s chief engineer; and further providing that the authority granted to 
construct the overhead trestle should be without prejudice to the rights of the city 
make application for its removal. 

Although the order bears date April 7th, 1914, the order, as a matter of fact, wai 
not issued to the parties until April 14th, 1914, when certified copies were forwarded 
to them, which would not be received in the ordinary course until April 15th, 1914. 

On April 16th, 1914, the Board received a letter from the city clerk withdrawing 
the city’s consent on the grounds that the company had refused to accept the terms 
and conditions contained’ in the consent filed, the city clerk’s letter being dated 


April 15th. 
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A formal application to rescind the order subsequently received stated: 


“Should the construction of the said overhead spur be proceeded with, it 
will render it impossible for the corporation to place Victoria Avenue at a 
proper grade to enable vehicular traffic to pass along Victoria Avehue to Charl- 
ton Avenue. The city corporation has expended large sums of money in pur- 
chasing lands for park purposes between Wellington and Wentworth Streets 
and South Charlton Avenue, and there is no access to said lands from the west, 
except the said Victoria Avenue and a narrow passage at the west of said park 
lands.” 


The application further stated that, on April 16, the solicitor for the railway 
company was advised that an application would be made to rescind the order; and 
that he was further advised not to order any material for the construction of the 
overhead spur in question. The company’s formal answer to the application—besides 
taking a general issue on the different matters alleged by the corporation—further 
alleged that the company had already ordered all the material required for the work 
before the 16th of Aprils that a large proportion of it had been received; that some 
of it was then in transit; and that, if the board’s order was rescinded, as prayed for 
by the city, heavy damages would be sustained, not only by the railway company but 
also by the coal company, which had also, before that date, placed large orders for 
material to be brought in on this branch line. 

The city’s application to rescind the order was heard in Hamilton on the 23rd of 
April, 1914. 

‘It appeared at the hearing that material had been ordered as the company alleged. 

It was established, on behalf of’ the city, that the proposed Mountain Park was 
not only in actual contemplation, but that certain property had been purchased; and 
that it was necessary to improve the grade on Victoria avenue. 

The reason the consent was given was explained by Controller Morris, of the 
city corporation, as follows :— 


“JT think I have the reason, Mr. Chairman. It may seem to you a very simple 
thing, and you may not be able to understand how some of the members of the 
council would act that way; but here really is the secret of the whole thing: 
At the present time the face of the mountain is not beautified; it is not a park 
at the present time, and some of them have the idea that this would not be 
very important as an approach to the park perhaps for 5 or 10 years; and they 
said that if it meant for a long period—5 or 10 years—during the pleasure of 
the Council, by the time it is beautiful and put in shape, this will have to 
come down.” 


The Company denied the practicability of any park construction to the south 
either in the near or distant future. 

Judgment was reserved by the board for the purpose of making an inspection of 
the premises. This has since taken place. 

I am of the opinion that, while it will probably take some time and a good deal 
of money, the park project is perfectly feasible, and that nothing should be done to 
defeat it. 

Without doubt, the only reason why the corporation moved to open the matter up 
was based on the fear that the board might not give effect to the necessities of the 
park and the advisability of having the approaches kept in such a manner as to 
conform to park requirements. ; 

I do not think that the corporation gave the consent idly or with any idea of 
factiously withdrawing it to the prejudice of the coal company, and with the inevitable 
result that money should be wasted without ‘the slightest possible object. 

I am further of the opinion that the grade of Victoria avenue can be well 
improved by the city, as the city engineer submitted. At the same time, it probably 
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will take a good many years before the park construction is carried to a point where 
the city would be injured at all by a spur. <A large part of the expense has already 
been incurred for the material which has been ordered; and I do not think that the 
board’s order should be at the present rescinded. The structure, however, must not 
only be constructed but maintained so as to afford proper head-room for Victoria 
avenue having regard to the new street grade which may be adopted by the city 
engineer; and the parties must understand that, as soon as the park requirements are 
such as to require removal of the spur, that situation will be regarded as a good and 
sufficient reason for the issuance of an order removing the structure over Victoria 
avenue and without remuneration either to the railway or coal companies. 
Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


‘ CONSUMERS GAS COMPANY OF TORONTO V. C.P.R. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, May 21, 1914: 

The application made by the Consumer’s Gas Company of Toronto for a reduc: 
tion in local rates within the Toronto Terminals on coke was heard, in the first 
instance, at Toronto on the 24th day of April, 1914, when it was adjourned to Ottawa 
so as to enable the railway companies to put in evidence as to the terminal costs 
involved. 

This evidence was furnished to the board at the meeting in Ottawa on Tuesday, 
the 19th day of May, 1914. 

Boards of Trade and others interested being advised of the basis of the railway 
companies’ figures, and the results, for the first time requested that the general 
matter of local switching charges should stand. 

There has been a great delay on the railway companies’ part in furnishing the 
board with their data as to costs and the board was of the view that the complaint 
of the Consumers’ Gas Company should not be delayed until the larger matter wa’ 
disposed of, but that an interim order should be made. 

It appeared from the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s tariff C.R.C. No. 
E-1681 that the Canadian Pacific carried coke from Toronto to Lambton at a rate of 
30 cents. The charge made by the railway companies for carrying coke from the 


Esplanade in Toronto to North Toronto was 95 cents, and the rates were hopelessly out 


of line, notwithstanding the fact that for the movement from the Esplanade to North 
Toronto a far greater occupancy and use was made of the expensive Toronto Ter- 
minals. 

It was. claimed, on behalf of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, that the 
Lambton rate had been cancelled. On the tariffs produced before the Board, that 


cancellation had, however, been postponed, so that the 80 cent rate, on the evidence — 


before us when sitting, showed that coke could still be moved from Toronto to Lamb- 
ton, a distance of 6-4 miles, at 30 cents, as against the movement from the Esplanade 
to North Toronto on 8-1 miles for 95 cents. 

The judgment of the Board delivered at the hearing was that the rate should be 
reduced from 95 cents to 60 cents a ton, and that the rate should be divided between 


the two companies—30 cents to the Grand Trunk and 30 cents to the Canadian 


Pacitie. 

The Canadian Pacific now complains that the board was mistaken in finding that 
the Lambton coke rate had not been cancelled. Mr. Hardwell has since gone care- 
fully through all the files, and he finds that, in Supplement No. 33 to the original 
taritt which the board had before it, which supplement took effect June, 1912, the 
rates on coal and coke from the Toronto Terminals to Lambton, as well as to other 
similar stations, were withdrawn and cancelled. 

The result, therefore, is that, so far as existing Lambton rate is concerned, it 
cannot be said that the company is violating the long and short haul clause of the 
Act. But the Lambton rate was only an illustration of the inequalities that the situ- 
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ation presents. As a matter of fact coke is brought, in the first instance, from the 
Consumers’ Gas Plant by the Grand Trunk and is handed over to the Canadian Pacific 
at the transfer track in West Toronto. 

Referring to Grand Trunk tariff C.R.C. No. E-2855, item 57, it will be seen that 
the Grand Trunk provides a rate of 40 cents from Toronto to Weston. The move- 
ment of coke to Weston must pass through West Toronto, the distance to Westou 

» ng 8-41 miles, while the distance to West Toronto is less than 5 miles. This tari 
has not been cancelled nor advanced, so that, as the tariffs stand to-day, in so far as 
the line of the originating carrier of the commodity in question is concerned, the 
judgment of the Board can be amply supported. 

As was stated at the hearing, the order is merely temporary. The Board has no 
intention of making any rate which will not be remunerative, and it may be that all 
the rates are not only out of line, but on too low a basis. 

Before the question of costs could in any proper sense be passed upon, the ecom- 
panies had to submit their data. The great delay that has taken place is chargeable 
solely to them. 

In my opinion, the rate of 60 cents as ordered should stand. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred. 

Ordered that the joint rate on coke, in carloads of a minimum weight of forty 
thousand pounds per car, from the complainant’s siding on the Esplanade in Toronto 
to the sidings of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company at North Toronto, be reduced 
from ninety-five (95) cents to sixty (60) cents per ton of two thousand pounds; to 
be made effective not later than the 22nd of June, 1914. 


COMPLAINT OF THE ST. MARY'S HORSE SHOE QUARRY, OF ST. MARY'S, ONT., AGAINST TH 
ALLEGED REFUSAL OF THE GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY TO OPERATE ON THEIR 
SIDING UNLESS THE QUARRY COMPANY PAY FOR REPAIRS MADE TO SUCH SIDING BEFORE 
THR GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY HAD ANY AGREEMENT WITH THE QUARRY COMPANY. 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner Gooprvr, May 22, 1914:— 


This case was heard at Berlin on April 22, 1914, before the Chief Commissioner 
and myself and is the application of R. H. McWilliams of the St. Mary’s Horse Shoe 
Quarry Company to be relieved of the expense of maintenance and interest charged 
upon the spur of the Grand Trunk Railway Company into his property. 

It would appear from the evidence that. this spur has been in existence a good 

many years, and came into the possession of Mr. McWilliams as the purchaser of the 
assets of the Horse Shoe Quarry Company. It was originally installed under the 
usual siding agreement, and it was claimed by Mr. Chisholm, on behalf of the Grand 
Trunk Railway Company, that Mr. MeWilliams, as the purchaser of the property, 
became liable under the agreement. This was disputed by Mr. McWilliams. It was 


further stated by Mr. McWilliams that in 1911, when the Canadian Pacific Railway 


“approached him for connection with his quarry, Mr. Pettigrew at that time divisional 
freight agent of the Grand Trunk Railway at Stratford} had stated that if he would 
not allow the Canadian Pacific Railway to make connection with his property, but 
would give the Grand Trunk Railway his entire tonnage, they would relieve him of 
the expense of maintenance of this spur, and reduce his rental or interest charges to 
the nominal sum of one or five dollars per year. For that reason no connection was 
given the Canadian Pacific Railway. In support of this at the hearing he stated 
that a cheque for two hundred dollars, given by him as security for cost of repairs, 
“was returned to him by Mr. Pettigrew. While Mr. Chisholm, on behalf of the Grand 
Trunk Railway Company, denied this statement, he was unable at the time to give 
any satisfactory explanation of why this cheque had been given and afterwards 
returned. 
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Mr. Chisholm produced their regular siding agreement signed by Mr. McWilliams 
containing the usual conditions under which the applicant was to pay for the cost of 
maintenance and interest charges. Mr. McWilliams claimed that this was signed by 
him under pressure in the midst of a busy season, the Grand Trunk having refused 
to handle his business otherwise. 

Mr. Pettigrew was not present at the hearing, as he is now stationed at Montreal. 
Judgment was therefore reserved in order to obtain more information with regard to 
the cheque. ; 

Since the hearing a letter has been filed by Mr. Chisholm under date of May 18, 
1914, enclosing copy of a letter from Mr. Pettigrew explaining what had taken place, 
and verifying his explanation by means of a letter written by him on April 22, 1911, 
to Mr. McWilliams and Mr. McWilliams’ reply thereto under date September 25, 1911, 
copies of which are also on file. Mr. Pettigrew’s statement being that at the date of his 
negotiations with Mr. McWilliams they were endeavouring to obtain the use of this 
spur for the St. Mary’s Portland Cement Company who were about to locate there, and 
that as consideration for the use of the spur it was suggested that the Grand Trunk 
should assume the cost of repairs and reduce the interest charges in exchange for the 
use of that portion of the tracks which would be necessary to serve the Cement Com- 
pany’s plant. 

There was owing at this time a bill for repairs previously made, and there were 
some repairs that would be immediately required to insure the safety of the operation 
of the spur, and it was as security for these latter repairs that a cheque for $200 was 
deposited with the G.T.R. Company by Mr. McWilliams, the understanding being that ° 
this was to be held until the final disposition of the negotiations for the use of the 
spur by the cement company. These negotiations fell through and a separate spur was 
constructed for the cement company. But for some reason which does not appear, 
the cheque was returned. 

Mr. Pettigrew’s letter does not make it clear whether: the cheque was returned 
before or after the signing of the regular siding agreement by Mr. McWilliams. If 
afterwards that would be sufficient explanation. In any event there is nothing to 
show that the cheque was returned because of any agreement made by Mr. Pettigrew 
to assume on behalf of the company the charge of maintenance and interest. On the 
contrary, this being the usual siding agreement signed by Mr. McWilliams who is a 
capable business man and must have known the purport of the agreement, and who, 
the evidence goes to show had paid for the repairs up to the time of the dispute, I 
think his application to be relieved should, therefore, be refused. 

Chief Commissioner Drayton concurred. 


a 


APPLICATION OF THE EDMONTON CITY DAIRY FOR AN ORDER REQUIRING THE DOMINION E*PRESS 
COMPANY, UNDER RULE C OF THE COMPANY'S SPECIAL CREAM TARIFF, O.R.C. 4139, TO” 
REFUND 5 CENTS PER CAN ON THEIR CONSIGNMENTS TO EDMONTON BETWEEN THE © 
EFFECTIVE DATES OF THE SAID TARIFF, VI2., OCTOBER 15, 1912, TO SEPTEMBER 17, 1913, 
INCLUSIVE, APPLICANTS BEING OUTSIDE OF THE DELIVERY LIMITS AND NO DELIVERY — 
SERVICE HAVING THEREFORE BEEN FURNISHED. 


7 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, May 22, 1914: 


The rules on which this application turns are contained in tariff C.R.C. No. 41389. 


The rules which are pertinent to the present application are rules 1-3 inclusive, which 
are as follows :— : 


$ i The above charges include the delivery of filled cans and collection o 
empties for the dealer at all points where the Dominion Express Company 
furnishes a collection and delivery service for other goods. 


1g 
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“2. In the case of shipments by a dealer, if filled cans are collected by the 
Dominion Express Company and shipped to a place where this company does not 
furnish a collection and delivery service for any kind of goods, the above charges 
shall apply. : 

“3. In places where a collection and delivery service is not furnished by the 
Dominion Express Company, the charges—except as in paragraph (2) shall be 
5 cents per can less than the above rates.” 


The question involved in the present application is the limitation, if any, in rule 1 
of the obligation of the Express Company in regard to the deduction of the sum of 5 
cents par can when collection and delivery service is not provided for, the provision in 
this regard being set out in rule 3. 

In rules 2 and 8, the word “ place” is used as equivalent to a station or office, and 
at such station or office the Express Company holds itself out to accept from or deliver 
to a person, there presenting himself, any article of express business. The station or 
office, of course, serves an area of territory. It may be located in a town or village. 

The area, however, which the station or office aforesaid will serve depends on the needs 
of business, not on the municipal limits. 

The word “point” as used in rule 1 is also concerned with locality. Here, also, 
there is a station or office. But, in addition, there are the incidents of collection and 
delivery. Does the fact that the word “point” as used appears to be tied up with a 
situation where the Express Company “furnishes a collection and delivery service for 
other goods” mean that the area served by the office or station located at such “ point ” 
is removed entirely from the obligations of rule 3? Such in sum is the contention of 
the Dominion Express Company. 

In a considerable number of cases, Edmonton being one of them, reasonable delivery 
limits have, on the application of the Express Company, been fixed by the board after 
inspection by one of its officers. Edmonton, which is a “ point” falling within rule 1, 
serves an area of territory which is subdivided into (a) a portion of territory in which 
there is a delivery and collection service, (b) a portion in which no such delivery and 
collection service exists. As to the latter, it may as in the cases falling within rules 
2 and 3, extend either to the ‘municipal limits or beyond, as business may demand. 

Now, since the existence of an area of territory adjacent to a “ place” or “ point ae 
and in which no collection and delivery service is performed, is common not only to 
rules 2 and 3 but also to rule 1, it follows that any interpretation which will say that in 
respect of such area of territory it shall, because it is adjacent to a point where there is 
a collection and delivery service, be treated as if the collection and delivery service were 
also performed within that area,—for that is the effect of not making the deduction as 
‘provided for in rule 3,—must depend on explicit words. No such explicit words are to 
be found in the rules, and it, therefore, follows that as to the area adjacent to a “ point ” 
but not included within the collection and delivery area the deduction of 5 cents per 
ean as set out in rule 3 should be made. 

The express company contends that if a ruling is made that the applicant is 
entitled to a reduction, there should be an accounting as between him and the express 
company by way of set-off.. The position of the express company in this respect is 
set out in a letter on file, as follows :— 


“We do not feel, however, like making any further concessions to these 
dealers, particularly in the case of the applicant, who, we think, owes us 
considerable money by reason of the fact, admitted by Mr. Prevey in his 
evidence before the board, that a large number of cans of sweet cream for 
domestic purposes were received by him and paid for on the basis of the sour- 
cream rates during the period in which the order of September, 1912, was in 
effect. In fact, Mr. Prevey stated that he had never paid anything but sour- 
cream rates. (Evidence of this case commences on page 11296 of the record.) 
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“The evidence of Mr. Palleson, of Calgary, indicates clearly that the 
proportion of sweet cream for domestic use is 25 per cent of the whole quantity 
shipped. 

“Mr. Prevey’s complaint of November 27, 1912, contained a statement of 
traffic carried by the various companies for him for the month of July, 1912. 
Such statement shows that for various distances there were carried over our 
lines the total number of 4,243 cans. Assuming that to be an average month 
and multiplying the number by twelve, it gives a total of 50,916 cans for the © 
year—25 per cent of which was sweet cream for domestic use. Apparently, — 
therefore, we carried at the sour-cream rates 12,729 cans on which should have 
been charged the sweet cream or Scale N rates, during the period in which the 
order was in effect. From Mr. Prevey’s evidence, it is reasonable to assume 
that he has never paid the proper rate on sweet cream shipments. 

“ While we believe that our interpretation of the board’s order is reasonable © 
and that the complainants are not entitled to any rebate on the traffic moving 
during the period in which the order referred to was in effect, we feel that if 
there is to be any reaccounting between the applicants and the express com- 
pany, the board should require the applicants to take into consideration the 
undercharges on the shipments moving previous to that period.” . 


In dealing with the complaint of the applicant; what is before the board is a 
request for a declaration as-to what is provided for in the tariff as to the reduction 
to be made in the rate when a delivery service is not performed. It appears proper 
to give such a declaratory ruling. 

-The respondent requests the board to require the applicants to take into considera- 
tion undercharges which it alleges existed, reference to which has already been made 
in the extract from the letter from the express company already quoted. But the 
obligation is on the express company to collect in accordance with the tolls in it 
tariffs legally published and in force. Section 344 of the Railway Act sets out the 
proper procedure where there is a refusal or neglect, in whole or in part, to pay 
lawful tolls on demand. Such~:being the case, the necessity or usefulness of a 
direction in the matter from the board does not appear. . 

Chief Commissioner Drayton, Assistant Chief Commissioner Seott, and Com-— 
missioner Goodeve concurred. 


G.T.R. V. HAMILTON RADIAL ELECTRIC RY. CO. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, May 23, 1914: 
The tracks of these two companies were connected with the approval of the board 
at a point at or near Burlington. 
The interchange track becoming congested, the board’s operating department 
recommended that the interchange track be lengthened to accommodate from 10 
15 cars. The question arose between the two companies as to which should pay fo 
the track extension. To make the extension it was necessary to use Grand Trunk 
property and it was urged that this therefore was a sufficient contribution to the cos 
by that company and that all the charges of construction should be borne by the 
Tlamilton Radia! 
iIeld that the extended trackage added largely to the Grand Trunk’s facilities 
at that point and that a fair disposition of the matter would be that each compan; 
should bear one-half the cost. 
Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 
Ordered, accordingly. 
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APPLICATION OF B. SHRAGGE, OF WINNIPEG, MAN., FOR AN ORDER DIRECTING THE CANADIAN 
PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY TO CONSTRUCT A SPUR TO SERVE THE APPLICANT'S WARE- 
HOUSE IN THE CITY. OF WINNIPEG, MAN. 


Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner DRAyTon at the close of the 
_ hearing, May 26, 1914: 
i An order will be made for the construction of an industrial spur across the street 
_ -~-subject to conditions, which conditions wil! apply generally to industrial tracks in 
_ Winnipeg, unless the companies can hereafter convince the board that a change 
should be made. 

Those conditions are: 

1. That the railway company will indemnify the city corporation against any loss 
or damage, costs or expenses, that the city may be put to or suffer in any way by 
_ reason of neglect or default of the company. 
1st—in the construction of the spur. 

x 2nd—in the operation of the spur. 

3rd—in the maintenance of the spur, such as lack of repairs, ete. 
By way of explanation under the last head, I may say that the company must 
maintain the spur. at a proper level with the street where crossed, so as not to impede 
' traffic at any time; must observe the general provisions of the Railway Act as to high- 
way crossings—that the spur be kept at a height, as I recollect it, of not more than 

‘an inch above the immediate travelled portion of the road; and must maintain, not 

only the rails, but also the highway within the rails and for a distance of 18 inches 

from the outside of the rails on each side. That, after thirty days’ notice, the com- 
pany will, unless otherwise directed by the board, remove the spur and restore the 
highway to its original condition; the notice requiring removal of the spur to be 

‘given under the city’s seal, and to become operative and binding in ten days from 

the date of delivery to the railway company, unless the company, within the said ten 
days, applies to the board for leave to continue the spur. ; 

There has been a very great deal of unnecessary friction in connection with these 

‘spurs. I do not think that the city has any real idea of stopping industrial develop- 

Ment one way or the other; but it is time for a clear understanding. 

__ The board some years ago reviewed the Holstein order that Mr. Hunt speaks of. 

Under that order the municipality might tear up tracks; but my predecessors in office, 
very wisely, decided that the municipalities of the country should not be allowed to 

tear up railway tracks, and that the only body which keeps any record of them should 

be-charged with that responsibility. The practice of the board has since been to 

Teserve to municipalities desiring the right to remove tracks, in the original order 

authorizing the spur the right to apply to the board for its removal; and all the diffi- 

culty that has arisen in connection with industrial spurs in Winnipeg has practically 

“hinged upon that point; the question has been whether or not these things were to be 

done decently and in order by the tribunal charged with that duty to the public. 

The terms I now suggest, give to the municipality a great control. In effect it 

“means this: the municipality in giving notice—which is to be a considered action 

by the municipality as such—may demand that the spur be removed. Such notice will 

become operative, unless there are reasons why it should not; and, if the company 
thinks it can show that the said notice should not become operative, it may at once ’ 

‘apply to the board to stay the effect of the notice given. 

‘= The application, instead of being an application by the municipality with the 
onus on the municipality, becomes an application by the company to continue its use 
of the city streets; and this method of procedure places the matter in, as we think, 
a very safe and reasonable position,—reserving to the municipality every interest that 
can be thought of. 

Order issued in accordance with the judement. 
20e—11 
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T. ROGERS, OF COLEVILLE, SASK., RELATIVE TO AN ALLEGED OVERCHARGE BY 


COMPLAINT OF G. 
AR OF SETTLER’S EFFECTS FROM 


THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY, ON A C 
BROOMHILL, MAN., TO COLEVILLE, SASK. 


Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton, at the close of th 
hearing, May 28, 1914:— 

The board, as I have said, has no jurisdiction to order refunds. If it had such 
jurisdiction, I would order a refund in this case. 

It is quite clear that the duty of railway companies is to bill by the shortest and 
cheapest route, irrespective of the hauls which may inure to one company or the other, 
or the point of transfer, or the relative profit to be made as the result of hauling by 
either line. Whatever the most direct and the cheapest point of transfer is, that — 
point of transfer should be taken. While that is the duty of the railway company, — 
there is no doubt that the shipper has the option of throwing away as much money 
as he wants to throw away—that is the shipper’s privilege just the same as it is the © 
privilege of anybody else. But, as a rule, the shipper knows nothing about the cheap- 
est route; he certainly knew nothing about the cheapest route in this case, and he 
was not told by the shipping clerk, who should have known the proper rate and the 
saving which could be effected. 

Apparently from the stateme 
against the large charge asked, w 


nt read to-day by the clerk, the shipper protested — 
hich would appear to be $102.80 on the car. It is 
not stated in the written document read—at least, if it was I do not recollect it—as_ 
to what the exact amount for the whole movement would be when worked out in 
dollars and cents. As I recollect it, merely a rate per hundred pounds was quoted. 
Tf the exact amount had been given, it is quite clear it would have been on the basis 
of $102.80, because that is the amount the company came here to argue for to-day. 
Now, that was an improper rate. It was not the legal rate; it was not the rate, 
which could be got upon the shortest and most direct haul. The rate should have 
been $77. Then, the statement. says the shipper asked to have the shipment made 
to Biggar, where he was advised he could get a $60 rate on the car. So far as the 
information before him at that time was concerned, he knew that he could send the 
car to Biggar for $60; and, had he known that it would cost $102.80 to send it to 
Coleville, as billed by the Canadian Pacific Railway clerk or agent, there is not much 
doubt as to what he would have done. Further, I do not think that there is any 
ground for question as to what Biggar he thought was referred to,—that it was the 
Grand Trunk Pacific Biggar, from which he could get his transfer easily and quickly 
via the Grand Trunk line to Coleville; and doubtless he thought he was making the 
best and cheapest arrangement, while he had no proper information as to the rate, 
snformation such as the clerk should have furnished. The shipper was not told that 
by the Canadian Pacific Railway billing it would cost him $35 more than was neces 
sary; and, if the facts had been given to him, he certainly would not have asked to 
have the car shipped as it was billed by the Canadian Pacifie Railway clerk or agent 
T am dealing with the matter entirely from the company’s standpoint. I am no 
dealing with it from the standpoint of the shipper, who denies these instructions 
On the broad general issue, it is the business of the companies and not of shippers 
to inform themselves as to rates; and when a farmer goes to the railway compan 
and gets quotations as to rates from one point to another point, that farmer has the 
right to get the lowest rate that is available for the movement. He did not get it. 
Sanction is hereby given for the refund in this case, which is all we ean do. 


Mr. Drew: On the basis of the published rate? 
The Cuter Commissioner: On the basis of the published rate, which is $77. 
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COMPLAINT OF THE COWICHAN RATEPAYERS’ ASSOCIATION, ON BEHALF OF ADAM GORDON oF 
HILLBROOK, B.C., RELATIVE TO ALLEGED INADEQUATE CULVERT ON HIS PROPERTY ON 


THE LINE OF THE ESQUIMALT AND NANAIMO RAILWAY COMPANY (CANADIAN PACIFIC 
RAILWAY). . 


ae See 


Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the hear- 
_ ing, June 8, 1914: 

4 _The company’s answer as filed rests entirely on the ground that the original 
_ drainage was properly and sufficiently looked after. Surface drainage was supplied. 
_ That surface drainage was the only thing necessary at that time. The works, Mr. 
Gordon, the applicant, now wants are for the purpose of improving 
~ There is a local Act in which it is ‘provided that proceedings may be taken; that is 
quite obvious from a perusal of the Act—proceedings may be taken for the purpose 
¥ of securing drainage; and the assessment of the cost is by a betterment rate on the 
_ property to be benefited under the local improvement system. By the said Act, section 
_ 251, a portion of the resultant expense is placed upon the railway company. 

_ The estimate of the engineer is that the lowering of the culvert three feet, with 
the necessary digging and supplying of pipe, will cost $250 or $300. The railway 
company must do the work. If there is any dispute, plans showing the layout will 
_ have to be filed for examination and approval by an engineer of the board; and that 
engineer must see that the drainage will be adequate for the land at the south, in 
order that there may be no more trouble about the matter. The work must be com- 
“menced by the company within thirty days—how long does the company want to 
finish it? vice 

Mr. McoMutien: Thirty days. 

+ The Cuter Commissioner: Very well. Commence the work within thirty days, 
get your pipe on the ground, and have the job completed within two months, 

Pi The cost will be distributed in this proportion: the company will be at the first 
expense; and, of the total amount—the $250 or $300, as the case may be—Mr. Gordon, 
the landowner, will contribute $50.00. 

Ordered accordingly. 


»%, 


his property. 


y" 


Ee MPLAINT OF THE EASTERN TOWNSHIPS BRICK & MANUFACTURING COMPANY OF LENNOX- 
VILLE, QUE., Re INTERSWITCHING. 


Judgment, Commissioner S. J. McLean, June 19, 1914. 

Complaint is made by the Eastern Townships Brick & Manufacturing Company 
f Lennoxville, Que., that the Boston and Maine Railway Company has refused to 
bsorb the interswitching charge on coal received over its road to the plant of the 
plicant, which is located on the C.P.R. tracks within the interswitching limits at 
zennoxville. : 

- When the matter was brought to the attention of the Boston and Maine, it stated 
nat its understanding was that the interswitching order applied only to Canadian 
fic; and it developed that this railway had never given effect to the interswitching 
er by issuing a tariff applying to points in Canada. -When the matter was brought 
to its attention, necessary steps were taken to make a tariff effective. 

Prior to this being done, there had on January 20, 1914, been interswitched from 
he line of the Boston and Maine to the plant of the applicant at Lennoxville twenty- j 
ree cars of coal, on which there were switching charges of $129.49. This represented 
he entire switching charge of the C.P.R. under the interswitching order. This was 
harged back against the Boston and Maine, which in turn collected it from the 
applicant. ta 

The question before the board is as to whether the obligations of the interswitching 
riff now operative are retroactive. 

20e—11} 
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The history as to the interswitching tariffs of the Canadian Pacifie and of the 
Grand Trunk at Lennoxville and Sherbrooke is as follows :— 


“Canadian Pacific C.R.C.E.-1234, on traffic between points in Canada, 
reductions and reissues effective September 1, 1908, advances September 10, 
1908; on traffic to and from United States points, effective October 5, 1908. 
The C.P.R. have track connections with the B. & M. at Lennoxville. 

“Grand Trunk tariff C.R.C.E.-1880, effective between* points in Canada, 
September 1, 1908; between Canada and United States, October 1, 1908._ The 
tariff reads at all stations in Canada where the G.T.R. have track connection. 
Track connection is made with B. & M. at Sherbrooke and Lennoxville.” 


witching order make it clear that where the -inter- 
it should be performed subject to the rates and 
divisions thereof contained in the order; and the order has been in effect since 1908. 
Notwithstanding the fact, then, that for the reasons above set out, the Boston and 
Maine had not an interswitching tariff in force till recently, the rates as set out in the 
interswitching’ order are the ones which were proper to charge at the date when the 
ears of coal in question were interswitched. Under the interswitching order, it is” 
lawful for the contracting carrier to absorb the toll charged for the interswitching 0 
competitive traffic. Subject, then, to the power of the board in the ease of discrimina: 
tion, it is in the discretion of the contracting carrier whether it shall treat the traffic 
as competitive or not; and on what is before it, the board is unable*to make an 
direction that the traffic shall be treated as competitive, or that the interswitching 
toll shall in its entirety be absorbed. The provisions of section 4 of the interswitching 
order are clearly applicable, and under this section the amount which may be collected © 
by the contracting carrier is “on additional toll of not more than 10 cents per ton 
for any distance not exceeding four miles, nor more than $1.50 as the minimum and 
$4.00 as the maximum per earload.” To the extent that the sum of $129.49 as charged — 
by the Boston and Maine is in excess of the charge provided for the contracting carrie 


under section 4°of the order, the charge 1s iNegal, and the difference should be refunded 


to the applicant. . 
Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred. 


The provisions of the inters 
switching service is performed, 


AN APPLICATION OF THE BOARD OF TRADE OF STETTLER, ALTA., FOR AN ORDER DIRECTING TH 
CANADIAN PACIFIC AND THE CANADIAN NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANIES. TO PROVID 
AND CONSTRUCT A SUITABLE TRANSFER TRACK CONNECTING THEIR RAILWAYS WHER 
THEY INTERSECT IN SECTION 4, TOWNSHIP 39, RANGE 19, WEST 4TH PURSUANT T 
ORDER NO. 15084, DATED THE 11TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 1911. 


Ora] judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the hearin 


June 22, 1914: 

The application in this case is for an interchange track between the Canadia 
Pacific and the Canadian Northern Companies at Stettler, Alta. 

It is alleged in the petition that cars which have to be transferred from either li 
to the other cannot be transferred at Stettler, where the lines cross, but have to run owl 
from the crossing to Lacombe, a distance of fifty miles; to Wetaskiwin, a distance 0! 
forty miles; or to Camrose, a distance of thirty miles; and then back to Stettler. It 
said that the movement has actually taken that course. 

As a matter of fact, as the town’s representative very clearly points out, the traiie 
to the town originates at points farther distant from the town than the interchange 
tracks which already exist at other points. There are two interchange tracks 
between Calgary and Edmonton ; an order has just been issued for the constrv 
tion of one in Calgary; and it does not appear that there is any better reason for one 
Stettler than at any other place on the line. 
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‘ The same facts apply to the movement of goods outside the town, with the possible 
exception of flour from the local mill. Undoubtedly flour from the local mill would be 
"delivered to points closer than the existing transfer tracks; and if there was a carload 
_ traffic delivered at points closer to Stettler than the existing transfer track, in so far 
as flour is concerned there would be some reason for ordering a transfer track at 


and, that being so, it would not be benefited by the transfer track asked for. 

_ The real justification for the application, and probably the underlying and pro- 
voking cause of it, is the desire of Drumheller mines to sell coal at Stettler. The 
track would be used by that company, if they are right in their anticipation and can 
obtain access to the markets,—as they think they can if they get the transfer applied 
for. 


RS 


a There are other coal mines that.serve those markets; but it is said by the Drum- 
keller Company that its coal has better steaming qualities, and is urged that it should 
be allowed to enter this field. These representations and the request are endorsed by 
the municipality and by the Canadian Northern Railway Company. — 

. The matter really narrows itself down to the question, should coal originating along 
the lines of the Canadian Pacific serve the territory opened up, or should Canadian 
Northern coal also have access to that territory. 

| There does not appear to be any public necessity for an ordinary transfer track at 
this point; but the Drumheller people seem confident as to their position, and I think 
‘we should do as was done by the board in a former case, where it was desired to erect 
a mill and make delivery of flour, mill-feed, etc., in a local territory within a distance 
which could not be reached by the nearest transfer point; that is, we should issue an 
order for the installation of an industrial spur at Stettler. 

_ We think the Canadian Northern Railway Company should be authorized to 
construct the spur and to use such part of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
property as is necessary to make a proper physical connection; and permission is 
hereby given to the Canadian Northern Railway Company to proceed with the work, if 
it thinks proper to do so; and, before the work is begun, the Drumheller Company shall 
deposit in a chartered bank the sum of two thousand dollars; and the whole of the said 
sum, or such portions of it as may be necessary, will be paid out to the Canadian 
Northern Railway for the construction of the spur hereby authorized. The right-of-way 
to be arranged between the two railway companies; and, if any difficulty arises in con- 
‘nection therewith, the point or points in dispute will be settled by the board. 

| This disposition of the case does not require the Canadian Pacific to pay any- 
thing for a construction which, if used, only takes business from that company; it 
; simply gives the mining company permission to have the work done at its own, expense. 
In ease the mining company is right and the traffic is there, it will not lose any- 
thing, as the order will provide that the Canadian Northern Railway Company shall 
rebate to the mining company the sum of $2 per car, until the money advanced for the 


con struction of the spur is all refunded. 

| fe. Mr. Warren: So ultimately, Mr. Chief Commissioner, the Canadian Northern pay 
tall. j 

The Outer Commissioner: No. If you get business which you would not other- 


ad 


nse get, it is quite right that you should pay in proportion thereto. 


| The Curr Commissioner: I know it is not. It is quite clear what the movement is 
or; it is for the mines and the town. You get the road haul on the coal from Drum- 
eller; and the town wants to get the Drumheller coal in without the cost of a com- 
daratively.long haul. 

_ Mr. Warren: That is their application, not ours. 

is The Cuter Commissioner: Certainly, it is their application. 

_ Mr. Warren: But we lose just the same. It is heads they win, tails we lose. 


& 


Stettler; but it is pointed out that the flour mill has no trackage accommodation at all cA 
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The Cur Commissioner: No, Mr. Warren. What happens is this: you are 
going to get sofne traffic which you would not otherwise get. On this traffic you will 
pay a commission to the extent of the cost of the spur; and you will continue to get 
the traffic after you rebate the said cost. 

Mr. Warren: We should not rebate, Mr. Chief Commissioner. 

The Curr Commissioner: I do not know why you should not. I think you are 
really more interested in this than any one else. 


Mr. Warren: All right. 


AN APPLICATION BY THE CANADIAN NORTHERN WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY, UNDER SECTION | 
227, FOR AUTHORITY TO CONSTRUCT ITS LINE OF RAILWAY ACROSS THE MAIN LINE OF 
THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY IN THE CITY OF MEDICINE HAT, ALTA. 


Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the © 
hearing, June 23, 1914: 


There is no doubt that, speaking generally, we should refuse to authorize grade 
crossings; but the time for universal refusal has not yet come. Many grade crossings 
have been allowed by the board; and, not a few have been authorized at the request 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, at points no less dangerous than the 
proposed crossing in this case. 

It may be that it would be possible—in fact I have no doubt it would be possible 
—to lift the tracks of the Canadian Northern as indicated by Mr. Sullivan. I am 
quite sure that any enginéering work proposed or suggested by Mr. Sullivan would be 
feasible; and there is no question that the work could be done in the way he suggested. — 
Tf, however, the work were done in that way, serious operating difficulties would 
undoubtedly arise. 

The expense is, of course, a matter of minor importance compared with safety; 
but, with the elevated structure, under the layout of this city, the Canadian Northern 
would not, I think, be able to afford public facilities such a railway coming into the 
city should afford. It is quite true, as Mr. Sullivan says, that the mere fact of the 
town having agreed to a railway crossing over its streets at grade should not have 
anything to do with the question as to whether the Canadian Pacific line should be~ 
crossed or not. That is perfectly true. It is true, that so far as the board is concerned, 
it has to assume the responsibility of saying whether or not crossings shall be at 
grade. On the other hand, it is equally obvious that, from the standpoint of serving 
the public the railway should be brought in on the level, as the municipality desires, — 
even at the expense of obstructing streets that may be affected. ; 

The Canadian Pacific is entitled to the full use of its own right of way. The 
practice of the board is to regard the legal rights of the senior company. Mr. Sullivan 
says that, at this particular point, the Canadian Pacific contemplates double tracking, 
which means that a third line must be taken into account in the interlocking layout, 
as the three tracks will have to be protected. All the work will be done at the expens¢ 
of the Canadian Northern, and the continued maintenance of the plant will also be 
at its expense. In operation, the trains of the Canadian Pacific have seniority. 
The plant will be operated by a watchman to be appointed by the Canadian Pacific and 
paid by the Canadian Northern. . 

A further stipulation is that the continuance of the crossing depends upon the 
observance of proper and fair conditions, one being that the Canadian Northern wil 
not shunt over the crossing which is now allowed. . 

The board’s engineer has gone over the layout; and, after careful consideration 
has recommended the crossing at grade; and Mr. Spencer, the board’s chief operatin, 
officer, concurs in the recommendation of our engineer. 

The order, therefore, will go on the terms mentioned. 
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4 CONSIDERATION OF THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF THE CITY OF WINNIPEG, MAN., FOR THE 


a CONSTRUCTION OF A SUBWAY ON TALBOT AVENUE, WINNIPEG, WHERE IT IS CROSSED 
4 BY THE TRACKS OF THE CANADIAN PACIFIC’ RAILWAY COMPANY. 

be Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the 
is 


hearing, June 26, 1914. 


In this case the city desires a subway on Talbot avenue, on the ground of alleged 
_ public danger, which undoubtedly always exists in degree at all level crossings; and, 
~ on the further ground that the city desires to have a street car line constructed 
_ across the line of the Canadian Pacific at its crossing over this avenue. 
I have no doubt that in so far as the street railway movement is concerned a sub- 
way is the proper means of crossing. Undoubtedly the street cars will be required to 
build up that section of the city; and, whether or not matters are yet ripe for the 
extension, there is no question that, in the long run, street car facilities will have to be 
_ given to that part of the city. 
y The city now agrees with the railway company in its application. The railway 
- company protested against the making of Talbot street a public highway only as far 
_ back as 1909. The original application was made by the city on July 31, 1908. Notice 


Bwwas served on the railway company; and Mr. Hunt, the same year, on August 13, 


_ wrote to the board that he had been advised by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
that it would not consent to the crossing being made. The case came up for hearing, 
_ and at the hearing the crossing was opposed by the company, with the result that the 
- matter stood for the board to inspect the locality. I do not know whether the inspec- 
_ tion took place or not, as there is nothing on the record to show. 
Bs Mr. Hunt: Yes, it did. 
The Cuier Commissionsr: But the protest of the railway company was over- 
 tuled, the wishes of the city were acceded to and the street was opened. The city is 
to-day saying what the railway company then said. The company said the crossing 
would be dangerous; the city now says that it is dangerous and on that ground hag 
made application for a subway. ‘ 
73 The company being senior, under the ordinary rule the costs would all fall upon 
the municipality. It is, however, a rule which, as I stated to Mr. Hunt, never. 
_ appealed to me. I have continued to think that there should be a fairer division in all 
cases, because very often the question of priority is entirely secondary to the question 
as to the subsequent development of the highway or railway traffic, as the case may 
be ; and the subsequent development, creating, as it does, the necessity for protection, 
should be considered rather than the original priority. Doubtless I am wrong in 
_ entertaining this opinion, as I notice that my predecessors have all taken the contrary 
view. 
= The number of railway movements on the one hand and the street traffic on the 
- other hand very largely govern issues of this kind and determine the necessity for 
Protection and its degree. I shall not use the railway figures in this ease; I am 
simply going to take the city figures. It has been said by a civic representative that 
the traffic is much greater than it was—that the railway user is increasing very 
t™uch; but taking the only statistics which have been furnished, we find that the 
Bntrecy is clearly the case. ) 
We have from the city a statement of the company’s use of the crossing by its 
a tains for seven days in November, 1912; and these figures, a8 summarized by the city 
tabulators, show that in seven days of that year there was a total of 1,257 train 
Movements across the avenue in question. Then, taking the present year, including 
Been the little gas car—which inclusion, I think, is not at all fair—we find that the 
total of the railway movements across the avenue, during’ a like period of seven days 
“was only 644. Now, this is not what the railway company says; it is what the city 
iS saying. So it is idle to pretend that the railway danger is increasing as has been . 
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alleged. The fact, as shown by the city’s own figures, is that, for a given period, the 
railway movements amounting to 1,257 jn 1912 have fallen off to 644 in 1914. 

It may, however, be said that times are dull and that business has fallen off. I 
have no doubt there is something in that; and I think the train movement will increase — 
to some extent during the grain season—not perhaps to such a large extent as it would 
be owing to the changes the company is making. But the facts remain—that a con- 
dition created by the city, which the company said would be dangerous, is to-day said 
by the city to be dangerous,—very dangerous according to some of its representatives ; 
and that the railway use, instead of increasing and making a subway necessary at 
the present time, is actually decreasing. 

There are many crossings protected by gates where the traffic is heavier than at — 
this crossing; so we will not at present order the construction of a subway at this 
crossing; but we will permit it. If the city is willing to construct a subway at its 
own expense, it may do so; I say at its own expense, because of the railway company’s 
priority of title, and for the other reasons advanced. 

On the other hand, we must not overlook the fact that there is a stretch of terri- 
tory on each side of these railway tracks in which territory there is a considerable 
number of crossings; and the question of danger is but one of degree. Some of those 
crossings have been described by the city’s representatives themselves as absolutely 
useless; so I think it would be well for the city to go at once into the whole question 
of proper access to that neighbourhood, with the view of the possible closing of some 
erossings and the proper protection of others. It has been suggested that the Nairn 
crossing is not very far away—some 600 feet, and that it would be a waste of money 
to put in a subway on Talbot avenue and maintain Nairn as a grade crossing. Hence, 
if the municipality, in the interests of public safety as it sees it, takes up the whole 
question, and decides to close one of these streets, an order will go for the construc- 
tion of a subway at a proper point, to be fixed; and, although the Canadian Pacific 
Railway shows by the figures that in this case the equities, as well as its title, are on 
its side,—the cost will be borne in equal proportions by the railway company and the 


city. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE MATTER OF THE CONSTRUCTION OF A SUBWAY AT THE CROSSING OF 
THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY OVER SALTER STREET, WINNIPEG, MANITOBA. 


Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of th 
hearing, June 26, 1914: 


The subway in question is a structure which subject to proper details, is sufficien 
to accommodate the traffic of the railway company. There will not be any unreasonabl 
‘nterference with the railway, nor any danger to the public travelling on it. It i 
recognized by the applicant that the subway is to be entirely a municipal improvement 
I am not saying whether it will be an improvement or not; whether the money, in pa 
or in whole, will be thrown away; but it is called a municipal improvement,—and tha 
is really the ground for the application. 

Therefore, as the subway is to be simply a municipal improvement, the applican 
does not ask that an order be made against the railway company for a contributio 
towards the cost; and hence, so far as the railway company, over which we have 
immediate jurisdiction, is concerned, and the safety of the public travelling over t. 
structure, there is no question which calls for action by the board. Both interests ar 
looked after and protected. __ 

Strong representations have been made to the board that this will be a waste o 
public money; and I am not going to express an opinion as to whether it is or not. 
is alleged that the proposed subway, 900 feet long, will be of very little use; and agai 
the board expresses no opinion. Whatever the merits of the case may be, the facts ar 
briefly as follows: the ratepayers of Winnipeg are acting through their council,—the 
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representatives, appointed to deal with such questions. That council has supported the 
construction of this subway, and does support it. In addition to that, the ratepayers 
_ have had a further safeguard—an opportunity of expressing their views on the subject. 
e A vote was taken; and it has been pointed out that-of 30,000 ratepayers qualified to vote 
di on the question, only 1,900—considerably less than ten per cent—voted in favour of the 
proposition, and that, as a result of our enabling order, a burden of $1,250,000, perhaps 
a greater sum, will, at the instance of this very small faction of the ratepayers, be 
_ impesed upon the whole. - 
% It seems to me that all this is the concern of the ratepayers and does not fall within 
_ the province of the board. We cannot interfere. It may be that the case is graver than 
most cases, as the amount of money is very large; but, in principle, the business of the 
hoard is to look after the interests of the travelling public, in so far as Dominion fran- 
chises are concerned, and the proper administration of them by Dominion companies. 
_ It is not our business to decide on the issue of municipal expediency, whether or not 
_ municipalities should make certain improvements. It is quite true that we could refuse 
this order; but to do so, we should have to proceed on a ground which is not open to us 
under any fair interpretation of the clauses relative to applications of this kind. In 
_ other words, the board cannot be looked upon as the guardian of municipalities in cases 
_ of this kind. In cases where the severance of grades has to be made by reason of ques- 
_ tions involving matters of public safety, the issue is different. In such cases, we have 
immediate control, and we should exercise it; but in this case, the interests of the 
3 travelling public are not involved; and I think our duty is to give effect to the request 
_ of the municipality. 
ss Detail plans will have to be submitted to the engineer of the railway company; and, 
in case of any dispute, the plans will be passed upon by the Board’s Engineer. 
mh As the application itself contemplates, the whole cost will be on the municipality ; 
and the only bright thing about it is the evidence that Winnipeg has a great deal of 
money to spend in these matters, and will not be hampered by providing necessary 
_ protection for public safety at other points. 
AN APPLICATION OF THE MANITOBA SAND AND GRAVEL COMPANY OF WINNIPEG, MAN., UNDER 
a, SECTIONS 315 AND 823, FOR AN ORDER DIRECTING THE GRAND TRUNK PACIFIC RAILWAY 
COMPANY TO AMEND ITS SPECIAL FREIGHT TARIFF C.R.C. NO. 279, DATED THE 21ST 
NOVEMBER, 1912, As To IrrM 10 ON PAGE 5, SO AS TO PROVIDE AN EQUITABLE RATE ON 
SAND AND GRAVEL FROM YIVIAN STATION, MANITOBA, TO THE CITY OF WINNIPEG, MAN. 


‘Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the 
ote. June 26, 1914: 


The applicant company’s position is that it cannot be sure that the fact of the 
rate charged by one company being lower than that charged by another company, 
Constitutes discrimination rates to be discriminatory have to be charged by the same 


es 


company in order to give rise to a prima facie case under the Act. The only thing 


It is disposed of under the heading of Building and Paving Material :— 


“ Building and paving brick, stone, gravel, sand, and clay are provided with 
low mileage commodity tariffs in the east and in the west. In the west, slightly 
higher rates are charged by the Canadian Pacific in Saskatchewan and Alberta 
than in Manitoba and New Ontario, a difference not observed by the Canadian 
Northern, which carries the lower scale over its whole system. Both companies’ 
scales are lower than those charged east of the lakes, except on dimension and 
coursing stone, the western rates on which are slightly over the eastern.” 


Now, the relief given there, and the only relief which can be given, is the order 
n that connection, namely, that the companies divide their initial ten-mile group by 


170 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


6 GEORGE V, A. 1916 


adding to the tariff one of the five miles at two cents per hundred pounds on brick, | 
gravel, stone, and clay, and two and a half cents on dimension and coursing stone, 
with the result that the minimum charges will be as stated, in place of the higher rates. 

In as much as the Board found, after a long and exhaustive inquiry, that the 
rates on sand in the west were not unreasonable—that the western rates on this com- 
modity were lower than the eastern rates, it did not seem that there was any room for 
interference by the Board. 

Here one company has put in a rate which is lower than that of another com- 
pany. No doubt it has done so for the purposes of its own business; and its rate may 
possibly be an experimental one; but the mere fact that, for a given service, one com- 
pany has voluntarily put in a rate which is lower than that of another company, would 
not justify the Board in ordering another company to put in the same rate. 

The application is dismissed. 


A COMPLAINT OF THE CITY OF FORT WILLIAM, ONT., AND PROPERTY. OWNERS, RELATIVE TO THE 
CONDITION OF THE GRAND TRUNK PACIFIC RAILWAY ON EMPIRE AVENUE, FORT WILLIAM, 
ONT. s 


Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close’ of the 
hearing, June 27, 1914:— 


I do not know why it is, but I do know that this matter is in a very unsatisfactory 
shape. ; 
The initial mistake consisted in allowing the railway company to construct along 
the highway in question, without the property owners on that highway, or at least a 
majority of them, having been parties to the construction. I am not quite sure 
whether Mr. Peltier was in the council at the time or not; but I am quite sure that 
the city’s business was properly looked after. What then operated on the minds of 
the councillors no doubt was the benefit which would likely accrue to the people of 
Fort William as a whole,—a praiseworthy object, but one which would not for a 
minute justify the council in injuring the property owners on Empire avenue; and, 
also the fact, or perhaps I should not say the fact but the anticipation, that the laying 
of the company’s tracks on Empire avenue would add to the value of the property on 
that avenue by making it directly available for industrial sites. That may or may 
not be so. There is one thing, however, which invariably occurs,—that is, that when- 
ever railways are built on highways, we are sure to have the sort of mix-up that 
appears here to-day. : 
In this instance, the whole matter has direct reference to the agreement. The 
property owners are bound by their representatives, subject to whatever the board 
could do for them. The board gave them the right to arbitrate their claims in all 
eases in which they thought they were damaged, thus enabling them to obtain fair 
and proper compensation for all real damages under the statutes relating to arbitra- 
tidn. It is true that property owners who have subsequently purchased cannot get 
the benefit of this provision; but that is scarcely a hardship, as they have bought with 
their eyes wide open, knowing that the railway was there; and, in view of what the 
board has already done, as stated above, it cannot properly be said to be a hardship 
on the original property owners. If they have not taken advantage of the right to © 
arhitrate, with a view to compensation, the fault is their own. 
There is only one other thing the board can do. By an amending order, the 
provisions of the highway sections can be made to apply. What I mean is this. By 
the section of the Act dealing with highway crossings, the railway company is made 
responsible for maintaining the highway at crossings over its tracks. The result i 
that this railway company is under obligation to maintain, not only its rails, but also 
that part of the highway which it occupies, so that it is safe for vehicular traffic. In 
some instances, the company has failed to do this part of its duty. 
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Hence the direction of the board is to the engineer to make a further inspection 
_ of this line, to find out what is necessary to be done, in order to bring the condition 
of the railway structure on Empire avenue and the crossings thereon up to the 
_ standard required for highway crossings. Copies of the reports will be sent to the 
¢ parties, and action will be taken thereafter. 


_ APPLICATION OF THE COUNTY OF WELLAND TO RESCIND ORDER 20134, AUTHORIZING THE 
TORONTO, HAMILTON AND BUFFALO RAILWAY COMPANY TO DIVERT FOUR HIGHWAYS. 


Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, July 2, 1914: 


By Order of the Board No. 20184, dated the 16th August, 1913, the Railway 
Company was authorized to divert certain highways, At the hearing the township of 
Pelham was heard; and, after considering what was submitted, the board issued the 

_ order in question. It now appears, that in the case of one of the highways—the one 
_ between lot 5 in concession 12, and lot 5 in concession 13, township of Pelham—that 
_ the proper municipal body having jurisdiction over the highway, the county of 
_ Welland was not notified. That highway is a county road and it is proper that as the 
_ county was not notified of the sittings and no representations from it were considered 
_ by the ‘board before the order was issued, that the order in so far as it-affects that 
. highway, which is commonly called “ Sutton’s Crossing,” should be reconsidered. 
As far as the other three diversions are concerned, while I do not agree with the 
_ decision the board came to, it must be recognized that as the proper parties were heard 
_ before the order was issued; and, as there are no new facts submitted to warrant the 
_ board in varying its decision, that the matter should be considered closed and the 
_ application in so far as it affects these three diversions, dismissed. 
In so far as the Sutton Crossing is concerned, it is submitted by the county that 

_ the highway running east and west, which the Railway Company desire to close, is 
- more important than the highway running north and south, which the Railway Com- 
5 pany left open. I think the order in so far as it affects this highway should be 
_ cancelled; and, that the Railway Company be permitted to put in a right angle crossing 
of the highway over the railway at the point where the road running east and west 
crosses the railway; and, that the less important highway—that running north and 
south—be left as it is. Or, if the Railway Company wishes, that it also be made a 
right angle crossing. 

If the Railway Company thinks that a connecting link between the north and 
the south road and the east and west road north of the railway is desirable, so as to 
enable people to go from one highway to the other, without crossing the track at all, 


Ut 


it should be permitted to build such a diversion; and, be authorized to take, without 
: the consent of the owner, the land necessary for its construction. 

rt Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, July 23, 1914: 

RES By Order 21400 of February 10, 1914, Order 20134 of August 16, 1913, was 


he, 


fie rescinded as to the diversion of a highway as provided for between lot 5, concession 12, 
fan and lot 5, concession 13, in the township of Pelham. By the latter order the highway 
running east and west was diverted north of the railway into the highway running 
' north and south, and the crossing of the railway on the line of the east and west 
_ highway was closed. By the former order, provision was made for a diversion north 
of the track, the closing of the crossings of both highways over the line of railway, 
and the opening of a new right-angle crossing; all of this being as shown on plan 
_ “A” attached to the order in question. 
+The reason for the rehearing is set out in the memorandum of the Assistant 
Chief Commissioner. Aside from the correction as to the proper parties to be 
~ notified, no new facts were brought forward which would, in my opinion, justify a 
_ departure from the disposition made by Order 21400. 
Judgment, Mr. Commissioner GoOoDEVE: 
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L think Order No. 21400, by closing one crossing and making the other at rignt 
angles, has greatly improved the safety of the public. I therefore agree with Com- 
missioner McLean. 


COMPLAINT OF THE VILLAGE OF FERGUS, ONTARIO, AGAINST THE INCREASED CHARGE FOR SWITCH- 
ING CARS MADE BY THE GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY OF CANADA TO AND FROM 
THE INDUSTRIAL SPUR OR BRANCH LINE IN THE VILLAGE OF FERGUS, ONTARIO. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scort at the close of 
the hearing, Toronto, July 3, 1914: 


An agreement was made between the Grand Trunk Railway Company and the 
Corporation of the village of Fergus, dated the 8rd of December, 1913, giving certain 
privileges to the railway company on certain conditions. One of the conditions in — 
the agreement was that the interswitching at Fergus should be done for a charge 
of $3 a ear. 

That condition of the agreement was complied with by the Grand Tend until 
March last, when, for some reason, they started to follow the General Interswitching 
Order of the Board. That is Order No. 4988 of the 8th of July, 1908. 

The opinion of the Board is that the agreement should govern the particular 
conditions at Fergus. It was not the intention of the Board in passing the General 
Order to make it apply to a case of this kind which had been specially provided for in 
an agreement. The Board has already decided that, where the special circumstances — 
warranted, as at London, a special order relating to interswitching should remain in 
effect and that the general order should not apply. 

This is a somewhat analagous case, except that this is even stronger, because 
this 1s the case of an agreement, and we are of the opinion that this $3 charge was a 
condition in the agreement which binds the railway company. 

Ts it your desire, Mr. Guthrie, that an order should go declaring that the $3 rate 
is effective during the continuation of this agreement? Or is this intimation of the 
Board sufficient ? 

Mr. Guturtm: I think an order should go to that effect. 


The Assistant Curer Commissioner: The order would be during the life of the 
agreement. If the Grand Trunk exercises its right under Clause 8 and cancels the 
agreement, then the General Order would become effective. 


Mr. CrisHotm: I suppose if the Board is going to give an order in that direc- 
tion, that probably the proper order would be just to cancel the tariff that we have 
made there. It may not be objectionable under certain circumstances ; but I think 
it is not usual for the Board to make a declaratory order. ; 


The Assistant Curpr Commissioner: Yes. Well, we will issue an order cancel- 
ling that rate. 


APPLICATION BY A RAILWAY COMPANY UNDER THE JURISDICTION OF THE BOARD, REQUESTING 
THE BOARD TO TAKE ACTION AGAINST A CONDUCTOR OF THE RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, July 4, 1914: 

In the matter of A B, an application has been made by a railway company under 
the jurisdiction of the board, requesting the board to take action against a conductor of 
the railway company. . 

It appears that the conductor has been in the habit of refusing to give farmers and 
others empty cars in which to load their produce or merchandise, unless the applicant 
pays either directly or, as alleged, through the agent of a local lumber company, a sum 
of money usually amounting to $5 per car, although in some instances less. 

The company relies on the provisions of the Railway Act in making its request, and 
in particular on the following section (817) :— 
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“3. No company shall,— 


i “(a) Make or give any undue or unreasonable preference or advantage to, 
_ or in favour of any particular person or company, or any particular description of 
traffic, in any respect whatsoever; 

“(b) by any unreasonable delay or otherwise howsoever, make any difference 

in treatment in the receiving, loading, forwarding, unloading, or delivery of the 


goods of a similar character in favour of or against any particular person, or 
company; 


“(e) subject any particular person, or company, or any particular descrip- 


tion of traffic, to any undue or unreasonable prejudice or disadvantage in any 
respect whatsoever; 


| 
; 
, 


q 4 “427, Any company, or any director or officer thereof, or any receiver, 
3 trustee, lessee, agent, or person, acting for or employed by such company, that 
¢ does, causes or permits to be done, any matter, act or thing contrary to the 
i provisions of this or the Special Act, or to the orders or directions of the 
: Governor in Council, or of the minister, or of the board, made under this Act, 

rz or omits to do any matter, act or thing, thereby required to be done on the part 

: of any such company, or person, shall, if no other penalty is provided in this or 

5 the Special Act for any such act or omission, be liable for each such offence to a 

3 penalty of not less than twenty dollars, and not more than five thousand dollars, 

t in the diseretion of the court before which the same is recoverable. 

; “2. Such company, director, officer, receiver, trustee, lessee, agent, or person 

f, shall also, in any case, in addition to any such penalty, be liable to any person - 
4 injured by any such act or omission for the full amount of damages sustained 

: thereby. 

q A31, 

, “3. Whenever the board shall have reasonable ground for belief that any 

¢ company, or any person or corporation is violating or has violated any of the 

» provisions of this Act, in respect of which violation, a penalty may be imposed 

4 under this Act, the board may request the Attorney-General of Canada to insti- 


tute and prosecute proceedings, on behalf of His Majesty, against such company 
or person for the imposition and recovery of the penalty provided under this 
Act for such violation, or the board may cause an information to be filed in the 


name of the Attorney-General of Canada for the imposition and recovery of 
such penalty.” 


The company claims that action by the board would have greater effect on other 
mployees of the company than if proceedings were commenced and carried on by the 
‘Yailway company; and that, if the company itself took proceedings, all other conduc- 
tors would stand together and make a personal fight against the railway company; 
while, if proceedings were taken by the board or the Attorney General, this ill-feeling 
would not be engendered. 

& The sections relied on by the company in support of the application undoubtedly 
¢an, in form, be said to cover the case of a conductor or other subordinate employee 
of the company; and, if no other remedy existed, it might possibly be the duty of 
he board, proceeding in the public interest, to take the action requested by the railway 
ompany. : 

It seems ‘to me, however, that the sections are very much more appheable to 
roceedings against the company or its executive officers than against subordinate 
ployees; and it is not in the best interests of railway administration for the board 
interfere with proper disciplining by the company of employees at fault. Generally 
peaking, that is a matter entirely for the companies. If the board attempts to 
iscipline the companies’ employees in one case, there is no reason why it should 
ot in others—with the result that the responsibility for disciplining railway employees 
would in part be removed from the companies (where it properly belongs) and be 
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the board should not interfere, unless where it 


placed upon the board. I think 
lure on the part of a company to administer such 


considers that there has been a fal 


discipline as the public safety demands. 
The fraud complained of is, however, a particularly contemptible one. The 


farmers should and must be protected from such practices—practices which can — 
and should, I think, be treated as criminal offences. 

In my viéw, the remedy for the evil is easy. A very much better result, and one 
which will insure protection to shippers, can be obtained by the adoption of criminal 
proceedings under the provisions of the Act passed to prevent the payment or 
acceptance of illicit or secret commissions, and other like practices (8-9 Ed. VII, 
chap. 33). Section 3 and subsection (a) of this Act provide as follows :-— 


“3  Eyery one is guilty of an offence and liable, upon conviction on 
indictment, to two years’ imprisonment, or to a fine not exceeding two thousand 
five hundred dollars, or to both, and, upon summary conviction, to imprisonment 
for six months, with or without hard labour, or to a fine not exceeding one 
hundred dollars, or to both, who,— 

(a) being an agent, corruptly aécepts or obtains, or agrees to accept or 
attempts to obtain, from any person, for himself or for any other person, any 
gift or consideration as an inducement or reward for doing or forbearing to do, 
or for having after the passing of this Act done or forborne to do, any act 
relating to his principal’s affairs or business, or for showing or forbearing 
to show favour or disfavour to any person with relation to his principal’s affairs” 


or business.” 


The administration and enforcement of this Act lies in the hands of the local 
Crown Attorney, subject, of course, to the direction of his Attorney General; and the 
particulars of the present case will, in the public interest, be placed in the hands of the 


proper Crown authorities. 
Concurred in by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott. 


STANDARD RAILWAY FENCES. 


Judement, Chief Commissioner Drayton, July 4, 1914: 

The engineering department has drawn to the board’s attention the fact that the 
different railway companies use different fences. For example, the Grand Trunk 
Pacific uses a five-wire fence with a board on top; the Grand Trunk Railway Company 
uses a ten-wire fence; the Canadian Pacific uses a five-wire fence to stop cattle and 
horses only, and a seven-wire fence on smooth or level ground with the bottom wire 
six inches from the ground; while the Canadian Northern uses a seven-wire fence. 

The question of the adoption of a standard fence was brought to the attention 0 
the railway companies during the recent western trip of the board. No representations 
have, however, been filed by the railway companies. 

T am of the opinion that it is inadvisable for the board to prescribe any standar 
fence, The statutory obligation of the company to my mind form sufficient protectio 
to the public. The obligation thrown on the railway companies is to provide sueh 
fence as will be sufficient to prevent cattle and other animals from getting on th 
railway. This ineludes (with the exception, of course, of poultry), all the farmer 
stock. If the board were to order the adoption of any particular standard, it might 
well be that, in some instances, that standard would not be sufficient, and in other: 
would be unduly onerous. ’ 

Leaving the matter as the statute leaves it, the responsibility of the railw 
company in each case is clear—the fences must be sufficient to stop live stock fror 
getting on the railway track. ; ' 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioners McLean and Goodev 


coneurred. 


4 
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fe o. t. 0. & W. BUSINESS SPUR, TRENTON, ONTARIO. 


: Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Soorr, July 8, 1914: 

4 There have been several hearings before the’ board with reference to the business 
spur which the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company desire to 
construct at Trenton; and, some of the commissioners—including myself—have been 
at Trenton and walked over the ground. 

Originally the railway company desired to have its spur come off the southern 
- side of its main line and run in a south easterly direction down Ontario street; and, 
- an agreement was made with the municipality whereby the latter were to close certain 

_ streets to facilitate the construction of that spur; but, upon investigation we found 

_ that the spur would run through the property of the Canada Creosoting Company 

and so destroy the plant of that concern as to practically put it out of business. / 

It was then arranged that the spur was to leave the main line on the north side 

and run around in a semicircle passing underneath the main line and down Ontario 

_ street as shown on the plans now before us for approval. This new line would neces- 

 sitate the closing of a great number of streets—only a few of which are open, and a 

_ number of which I am satisfied never would be open. 

The board recently issued Order No. 22058 of the 25th June last approving of 
the crossings of all these highways whether they are open or not. The railway com- 
pany came before us at the Toronto sittings and stated that it would not go on with 
this spur unless arrangements were made for the closing of a number of the highway 
_ crossings so as to reduce the cost of construction and minimize the chances of accidents 
5; at highway crossings after the line was opened for traffic. N otwithstanding the fact 
_ that the town will be greatly benefited by the construction of this business spur, and 
had already agreed with the railway company to close certain streets, had the spur as 
_ originally located been approved by the board, it now takes the stand that it will not 
consent to the closing of any streets unless it is protected from claims of owners of 
adjoining lands. I do not think such claims, if any, could amount to much, as most 
_ of the streets are not now open and the territory is undeveloped and unoccupied. 
ly In order to help this matter along, I think the board might intervene and decide 
that certain highways were to be diverted so as to allow for the closing of a number 

of the highway crossings. 


e I therefore think an order may go repealing the order of the 27th June last— 
No. 22058—and providing for level crossings of the proposed spur from the point 
where it leaves the main line to the point where it passes underneath the main line 
over Marmora street; and, from Sophia street at the two points where the spur crosses 
‘that street. Then the following highways should be closed and diverted; Bocae 
_ crossing sbould be closed and the street diverted into Sophia street; Eugenia crossing 
should be closed and the street diverted into Louisa street; Louisa street should be 
‘closed and a diversion made into Sophia street; Elizabeth street should be closed at 
“both points where it is ercssed by the spur and the diversion be made into Marmora 
“Street; and Teopold street crossing should be closed, and diverted by way of Elizabeth 
Stree; into Marmora street. These strect crossings will, I think, amply serve the 
‘territory affected. It provides for Marmora street running through at right angles 
‘to the main line. It is now open and has a subway underneath the main line; and 
the two crossings of Sophia street being left open will provide for a through highway 
parallel to the main line. 

There should be a condition attached to the closing and diverting of these high- 
‘ways, that the land owners of adjoining property should be compensated for damage, 
if any, that they may suffer because of such closing. We have no power to put any 
of that on the municipality, and therefore the damages, if any, would have to be paid 
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. I do think, however, that in view of 
agreement the municipality entered into with the railway company, that the 
lunicipality might well assist the railway company to some extent in this matter. 


y 


s 
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T think an order should go as I have suggested. 

Commissioner McLean concurred. 

No proceedings having been taken by the railway company, order issued rescind- 
ing Orders Nos. 22058 and 22234; and authorizing the applicant company to construct, 
maintain, and operate its Trenton business spur across certain streets in the town of 
Trenton: owners of adjoining property to be compensated for the damage, if any, 
which they may suffer by reason of the closing of some of the streets. 


MASSEY-HARRIS. COMPANY, ET AL, V. CANADIAN NORTHERN AND GRAND TRUNK PACIFIC 
RAILWAY COMPANIES. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, July 8, 1914: : 

This is an application made by the Massey-Harris Company, The Edmonton City 
Dairy, Limited, Knight and Forst, The Standard Plumbing and Heating Company, 
Limited, and Andrew Lee, for an order requiring either the Canadian Northern or 
the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company, under the provisions of section 226 of 
the Railway Act, to provide and construct suitable spur tracks from the companies’ — 
main line, in the city of Edmonton, along the lane in blocks 5 and 6, Hudson Bay 
reserve, as far as Athabaska avenue. 

The aplication is one which brings into question railway facilities for what is 
termed the industrial area lying to the west of First street and south of McKenzie 
avenue. s 
The area affected by the principle on which the present application will be deal 
with extends from Tenth street to First avenue, the Canadian Pacific’s freight sheds 
and yards being situate on the block between Tenth and Eleventh streets. 

The district has beeri in part supplied with industrial spurs there being spurs on 
the north parts of blocks 7, 8 and 9 to the west, and, according to the plan submitted, 
spurs are built to accommodate blocks 3 and 4 to the east. 

The application has been heard more than once, although there was no occasion 
for its being listed the second time; but as the directions of the board apparently 
were not understood, it is advisable to again deal with the matter. 

The applicants desire that the spurs should run directly down the lanes and 
without cutting through any lands on the sub-divisions. 

The railway companies opposed the application on the grounds that the traffic 
had assumed such proportions that the existing freight sheds were insufficient; and 
that, with a view of increasing local facilities, it was necessary to build new sheds 
running from the lane on block 7 to a point east of the lane on block 4. The effe 
of this construction would, of course, prevent spurs being run off the Canadian North 
ern’s track as was done in the case of the spurs constructed in blocks 7, 8 and 9.. @ 

The district is a district which, as already intimated by ‘the board at a forme 
scaring, should get the benefit of industrial spurs. The construction of these spurs 
indeed, is necessary for the proper development of the district. Without them, the 
whole scheme of development of the district must fail—at least to a large extent. 

The board’s engineers have made a special study of the situation with a viev 
of getting trackage to the properties interested in such a manner as to involve ai 
small an oceupation of private property as possible. The results obtained are show! 
on the plans on file with the board, a blue print of which is attached hereto and wi 
be sent to each of the parties. 

“As already intimated, this construction may be had. The different partie 
applying are entitled to get it; but, as before stated, they are only entitled to get 
on providing a right-of-way free of cost to whichever company may be elected to do th 
work. 

Tt was pointed out to the property owners that their interests were entirely con 
mon, and that, under such cireumstances, it should not be very difficult to bring abou 
such an arrangement of the local interests as would enable construction to proceet 
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the Engineer of the Board will certify as ne 
obtain it under expropriation proceedings. 
Commissioner Goodeve concurred, 


Re CERTAIN FARM CROSSINGS. 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, July 8, 1914: 

_ Application is made for an order directing the Canadian Pacifie railway to re- 
open farm crossings on the properties of Mrs. Adam Hillhouse, E, Hume, and &. TI. 
Booth. The farms in question are located in the province of Quebec, near Foster 
Station, where the Canadian Pacific branch line to Knowlton joins the main line 
from St. John. 

The farm crossings in question, which date back to the construction of that por- 
tion of the Canadian Pacific system which was built under the charter of the Atlantic 
and North West railway, were closed by the Canadian Pacifie on January 8, 1914, 
The railway claims to be within its rights in so acting, as it states that in each instance 
the property is owned by different parties on each side of the railway. 

Under Section 252 of the Railway Act, every railw 
“for persons across whose lands the railway is carried, convenient and proper for the 
srossing of the railway for farm purposes.” This obligation, however, came into the’ 
Railway Act only in 1888, Prior to that date, there was no right to a farm crossing’ 
inless it was specifically covered in the conveyance from the landowner to the railway. 
Che railway in question was built at a time when the law was as above set out. The 
{uestion of the rights, if any, of the present landowners to a reservation of the farm 
rossings as a matter of right relates itself to the reservations made at the time of the 
‘onstruction of the railway. It is stated that there were reservations as to. farm 
rossings, and that these crossings were long enjoyed. 

- There have been a considerable number of transfers in connection with the pro- 
erties in question. It is not necessary to trace the chain of title from the time the 
ailway was constructed. There have been placed'before the board copies of the deeds 
tom Charles H. Young to Adam Hillhouse, dated respectively November 27, 1891, 
od May 21,1894. "Tn. neither. of these deeds is there a reservation as to a right of 
tossing over the railway. In the deed from Gitty to Booth, dated January 8, 1918, 
lere is no reservation, of a crossing. Whatever be the effect of reservation, it is 
ificient to say, at this juncture, that in the absence of words bearing explicitly on it, 
cannot be assumed to exist simply because a predecessor in title enjoyed such a right 
| erossing. 

| In Midland Railway Co. v. Gribble, 2 Ch. Div., pp. 129 and 827, there was con- 
dered a state of facts which bears on the present application, in so far as the two 
‘ses above referred to are concerned, Under Section 68 of the Railway Clauses Act, 
45, provision was made inter alia that the company should make and maintain “.. 
ssages over, under, or by the sides of .... the railway as shall be necessary for the 
‘Tposes of making good any interruptions caused by the railway to the use of the 
ads through which the railway shall be made.” Here there was, in contradistinction 
om the situation in Canada prior to 1888, a statutory obligation as to farm crossings. 
the case in question, the situation was that a line of railway was built through the 
id of one Raynsford, and in pursuance of the provision in the Railway Olauses Act, 
eady referred to, a level crossing was provided. The conveyance to the company 
 20ce—12 ; 


ay is required to make crossings _ 
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reserved a right of way over it to Raynsford and his successors in title, and the com- 
pany covenanted to maintain it. Afterwards Raynsford sold and conveyed his land on 
one side of the railway to one Plowman, not mentioning the crossing and not giving 
Plowman any right of way over the land retained, nor reserving any right of way over 
the land sold. Afterwards the land retained by Raynsford was sold to Gribble, who- 
insisted on his right to use the crossing. It was held by the Court of Appeal that the — 
right to the crossing was finally abandoned by the conveyance to Plowman; that there- 
was no right thereafter to use the crossing; and that the company was at liberty to- 
stop it. i 

The situation in regard to Edward Hume is different. Under date of November 
17, 1902, Lucie Chamberlain, widow of the late Charles H. Young, conveyed to 
Edward Hume the property in connection with which the question as to the farm 
crossing is now raised. In this deed there was a specific reservation of “the right-of- 
way across that part’of said lot fourteen hundred and three lying north of the Atlantie 
and Northwest Railway Company’s right-of-way, owned by the said seller. . @ 
The deed also recites the obligation of the purchaser in connection with this right-of 
way “to keep up at all times and to keep shut a good and substantial gate at the 
place of exit, on the highway from the piece across which the right-of-way is hereby 
eranted.” That is to say, there was reserved to the purchaser an exit from the farm 
crossing in existence over the lands of the vendor to the highway. 

In the course of the decision in Midland Railway Co. v. Gribble, Lindley, Lord 
Justice, used the following language referring to the conveyance from Raynsford to 


Plowman :— 


“ He conveyed the land to Mr Plowman without granting him any right of 
way over the retained land and without reserving to himself any right-of-way 
over the land conveyed to Mr. Plowman; that is to say, he severed his land 
in such a way as to show conclusively that he never intended to use it there 
after. That appears to me to be a clear and distinct abandonment of his right 
of way over the railway.” z 


From this language, it would appear that if Raynsford had reserved a right of way 
to Plowman, or had reserved a right of way across the land conveyed to Plowman, a 
different conclusion would have been arrived at. ; i 
In Toronto, Hamilton & Buffalo R. W. Co. v. Simpson Brick Co. 17 O. L. RB, 
632, a set of facts was dealt with which appears to be especially pertinent to Hume's 
case. When the railway was built, it traversed a piece of land which was the property 
of Noah S. Briggs and Charles S. Briggs as tenants in common. Simultaneously 
with the conveyance of the right of way through their property to the railway, the; 
obtained an agreement from the railway for the construction of a farm crossing. § 
sequently both properties were acquired by Maguire. Later, Maguire conveyed 
Fanning the portion of the property north of the railway, granting him at the se 
time a right of way by way of exit to a highway over the land which the vendor owne¢ 
south of the railway. Because of the facts which have thus been set out, it was hele 
that there was no such severance as would involve the cessor of the right of crossing 
Tt was pointed out in the decision that while in Midland R: W. Co. v. Gribble there hac 
been no reservation in the present case“ . . ... there was the grant by Maguire t 
Fanning, as appurtenant to the land to the north which Fanning bought, of the righ 
of way over the strip 30 feet wide leading from the railway crossing over Maguire 
unsold land to Aberdeen avenue.” 
In Hume’s case, I am of opinion that there is a legal right to the continuance 0 
the farm crossing, and that it should forthwith be re-established. 
As to the cases of Mrs. Hillhouse and Booth, no such legal right appears. 
board is advised by its inspector that it is necessary that these parties should have farn 
crossings, if they are properly to enjoy their properties. Under these conditions, 8 
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order should, I think, go, under section 253, as a matter of grace, the cost being on the 
applicants. 
Concurred in by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott. 


INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE OO. Vs. BELL TELEPHONE CO. 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLzan, July 16, 1914: 


By subsection 5 of section 4, 7-8 Edward VII, chap. 61, the board is empowered in 

such an application as is before us to make an order “upon such terms as to compen- 
sation as the board deems just and expedient.” In section 5 of the Act, there are set out 
the sections of the Railway Act which apply in respect of telephone companies subject 
to the board’s jurisdiction. It is recognized that in so far as telephonic communica- 
tion is referred to, these sections may not in their entirety be applicable, for section 5 
contains the qualifying words that these sections “in so far as reasonably applicable 
and not inconsistent with this part or the Special Act shall apply to the jurisdiction of 
the board and the exercise thereof... .” 
The subject matter of subsection 5, so far as the present application is concerned, 
falls within the condition where there is an application by a company, province, 
municipality, or corporation not subject to the jurisdiction of the board—such applicant 
having authority to construct or operate a telephone system or line—to obtain a long 
distance connection with a telephone company subject to the board’s jurisdiction. 
Since the scope of the board’s jurisdiction, under the provisions of the Railway Act 
already referred to, is concerned with companies over which it has jurisdiction, it 
follows that under subsection 5 there arises a case where the sections in question are 
not applicable. Under such conditions, the board must find the measure of its power 
as well as of its responsibility in the subsections which specifically deal with an appli- 
cation such as the present. 

The word “ compensation” has been defined as— 


“A recompense or reward for some loss, injury, or service, especially when 
it is given by statute.” 


American and English Cyclopedia of Law, vol. 6, 369. When used in a technical 
sense, the word “ compensation ” is concerned with damages. But it may have a wider 
significance, depending on the context. 

The word as used in subsection 5 appears to me to have a very wide significance. It 
is true that the subsection recites— 


“and the board may order the company to provide for such use, connection 
or communication, upon such terms as to compensation as the board deems just 
and expedient... .” 


Those words by themselves might seem to imply that the compensation was “ for 
such use, connection or communication.” But if this construction was intended, then 
the use of the word “just,” in connection with the terms to be fixed, would have been 
sufficient to define the scope of the board’s power. The addition of the word 
“expedient” imports a wider discretion on the part of the board. 

The latter part of subsection 5, which provides that the board “ may order and 
direct how, when, where, and by whom, and upon what terms and conditions such use, 
connection, or .communication shall be had, constructed, installed, operated, and 
_ Maintained,” is concerned with the physical conditions. Subsection 6, in dealing with 
standards of apparatus, provides that the board— 

“.... shall only grant the leave applied for in case and in so far as, in 
view of such standards, the use, connection, or communication applied for can, 
in the opinion of the board, be made or exercised satisfactorily and without 
undue or unreasonable injury to or interference with the telephone business of 
the company ” 
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In any relief granted under a general order, the board has to be satisfied in each case | 
that the provisions of the above subsection are complied with, 

But the “ injury ” or “ interference ” herein referred to is an injury or interference 
with the company’s business which may arise if improper appliances are used by the 
connecting company, thereby impeding the forwarding of telephonic communication 
and slowing up the business. That is to say, the injury or interference is physical. 
It is not concerned with any loss of business to the company subject to the board’s 
jurisdiction, such loss being attributable to the fact that’ there has been an invasion by 
the independent company of a field hitherto occupied by the company subject to the 
board’s jurisdiction, i.e. the Bell Company. 

While subsection 6 is primarily concerned with the standards of apparatus and 
physical conditions to be considered, the opening words of the subsection are signifi- 
cant :— ; 


“Upon any such application, the Board shall, in addition to any other 
consideration affecting the case......’’ 


That is to say, under this subsection the board is under obligation to consider not 
only the factors concerned with physical conditions and standards of apparatus, but 
also all other considerations affecting the case. The physical conditions to be con 
sidered are defined. The scope of the other factors to be considered is left to the 
diseretion of the Board. 

As I read the sections, there is no question but that the word “ compensation a 
used in subsection 5 of section 4 has a wide significance, embracing not only payment 
for service but also compensation for loss. The obvious intention of thé sections 

- concerned is that in a field where the analogies to railway transportation are recog 
nized by Parliament as imperfect, the board should have a wide discretion as to the 
factors to be considered in striking the compensation. In so striking the compensa. 
tion, it is open to it to consider not only the compensation for service in connection 
with the long distance connection but also the effect of such connection upon the local 
service of the Bell Company. That the effect upon the local service of the Bell Com 
pany should be considered is, so far as the board is concerned, res adjudicata. It is 
true that the judgment of the late Chief Commissioner of May 10, 1911, which was — 
implemented by the provisional order, was concerned with a limited period of time an¢ 
a limited number of companies. But the limitation does not extend to the principle set 
out in his judgment, approved by a full section of the board; and which has not been 
overruled by the board. 

In the annual payment made by each of the Bell Company subscribers, there is in 
reality included some contribution not only to the initial cost but also to the main- 

~ tenance costs of the Bell long distance equipment. The Bell subscriber has, of course 
when using the long distance lines to pay the long distance toll, whether he makes a 
call from his own house or place of business, or from a public pay station. But having 
the telephone either in his home or place of business renders him the convenience 0! 
being able to call up there as well as to be called there. In the Bell annual local servie 
charge no particular part of the charge is earmarked for the long distance service: 
although the long distance is part of the general service which all the earnings assist 
in maintaining. Nor is it possible to differentiate in this respect between the one wh 
uses long distance frequently and the one who seldom or never uses it. There is a fla 
annual local service charge. 

It has already been indicated that the late Chief Commissioner Mabee held the 
interference with the business of the Bell Telephone Company was one factor to : 
considered. Without attempting to exhaust the factors which are worthy of conside: 
ation, those especially pertinent and additional to the one referred to by the late chie 
commissioner may be set out and dealt with analytically. . 


we 
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1. The contribution towards initial and maintenance costs which is contained in 
the annua! payment of the Bell Telephone subscriber is a factor which is peculiar to 
the Bell subscriber and is not properly allocatable to the user of the independent tele- 
phone who may for the time being be using the Bell long distance equipment. in the 


_ ease of the Bell subscriber there is a question of joint costs, some contribution to long 


distance costs being made by an actual user of local telephone service who is also an 
actual or a potentia! user of long distance service. 


2. The factor of convenience already referred to.—This factor of convenience is 
one which is common both to the Bell subscriber and to the subscriber of the Inde- 
pendent company, who uses or may desire to use the long distance equipment of the 
Bell Company. A payment from the Independent company is justifiable as covering this 
factor. From the standpoint of accounting, it appears to be more satisfactory to cover 
it in a blanket rate, rather than in a charge allocated to each subscriber of the Inde- 
pendent company. Some of these subscribers may use long distance quite frequently ; 
others not at all. But it does not appear feasible to treat the company other than asa 
unit. 


3. Lhe service given.—Here there is concerned a facility arising from the use of 
the long distance equipment which is more expensive in point, not only of initial cost 
but also of maintenance, than the ordinary local telephone equipment. ‘There is given, 
when a connection is afforded, not only the use of an expensive facility, with the 
switching costs attaching to such business, but there’is also given the facility of a 
wide area of long distance telephonic communication. That is to say, there is involved 
here not only the cost of the service but also the value of the service. It must be recog- 
nized that the opportunities for use are reciprocal, and that in the special charge added 
under this heading the independent company should, therefore, receive a proportion of 
the special charge as well. ; 

In the payment to be made, it is impossible, unfortunately, to work the matter out 
with scientific accuracy. Such a basis has been sought for by the board but its experi- 
ence in this regard has coincided with the experience of other regulative tribunals as 
to the impossibility of obtaining an exact basis. The board has before it experience 
tables of the companies covercd by the provisional order. The rates to be struck may 
justifiably be such, as bearing this experience in mind, appear just and reasonable. 

The payment to be made should be made up of two factors:— 

First, there should be a company payment by way of compensation for loss to the 
Bell company, as well as for the factor of convenience to the independent subscriber, 
the significance of this having already been set out. The payment under this heading 
Should be a flat payment per year, graded as fol'ows:— 

(1) Companies having not exceeding 250 subscribers, $100. 

(2) Companies having exceeding 250 subscribers and not exceeding 600. sub- 
scribers, $200. 

(3) Companies having exceeding 600 subscribers, $300. 

Second. there should be a payment for service in connection with the additional 
facility given. Here a special charge of 10 cents each way in addition to the Bell long 
distance charge would appear, from the experience tables, to be reasonable. Of this 
sharge, the Bell company should in each case receive 7 cents and the independent com- 
Dany 3 cents. 
~ Concurred in by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioner Goodeve. 


Reported in 17 Can. Ry. Cas., 266. 
APPLICATION OF THE CITY OF CALGARY, ALBERTA, FOR A SPUR AT MILE 2-5, RED DEER 
. SUBDIVISION, C.P.R. 

Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, July 18, 1914: 


This application was heard at a sitting of the board held at Calgary on June 22, 
914. It was objected to by the railway company in the first instance because the 
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switch, if constructed, would be situated about eight-tenths of a mile from an expensive 
system of signals, which the company had put in-to protect switching operations, and, 
in the next instance, because the company had recently expended a large sum of 
money to provide trackage to another industrial subdivision in the southern part of 
Calgary. 

It appears that the city owns twenty-six acres of an industrial subdivision which 
would be served—at least in part—by the spur track now applied for; that the corpora- — 
tion has already signed the usual spur agreement under which it has agreed to pay 
the cost of the labour and ties and pay annually 7 per cent interest on the cost of the 
rails; that believing that an agreement would be made it has already sold one portion i 
of the subdivision to a company, already manufacturing upon the understanding that — 
it would get a spur track; and that that company hauls three cars of material a day. — 
in, and sends one car out. The industrial company in its communication on file repre- * 
sents that during the first year it will have from 750 to 1,000 cars to unload on the 
spur, and outbound from 150 to 200 cars, and that this will be increased gradually ; 
that the capital of the company is $100,000, and that it is expected the factory will be — 
developed to employ about one hundred men. 3 . 

No judgment was given at the hearing, as the board desired further information 
on the question of cost, protection and safety. \ : 

An engineer of the board has since reported on the matter. In this report the cost 
of the spur is shown to be $2,507.18. Of this amount, under the proposed agreement, 
$1,880 would be paid by the applicant, while $627.13. represents the cost of the rails, 
fastenings and turn-outs, on which an annual rental of 7 per cent would be paid by the 
applicant to the railway company. 

The engineer further reports that the automatic signals now installed north of 
Bridge 15, should be extended in order to protect the proposed spur, if constructed; 
that the cost would be about $2,800; and that, in his opmion this cost should be borne 
by the city. 

Dealing with the railway company’s objections, I do not think the fact that it has 
spent a large sum of money in providing trackage facilities to the south is any answer 
under the Act to a bona fide application under section 226. I find the present applica- 
tion to be bona fide, and I find that the industry now in occupation of part of the 
industrial site in question is established under such circumstances as to render neces- f 
sary the construction of the spur in the interest of trade as contemplated by section fr 
226 of the Railway Act, unless it is inadvisable in the interest of public safety to 
authorize such construction. Considering this matter, the railway company’s other 
objection arises. The signalling device which the railway company has installed for 
the purpose of protecting switching movements in the terminal were properly installed 
by the railway company in the interest of public safety. The installation was sufficient 
for the company’s purposes and for the public safety. What was necessary in the area 
protected and which has been properly adopted by the company should be extended om 
as to cover operations on the proposed switch and on the company’s lines adjacent 
thereto. This construction is only necessary for the purpose of enabling the city to 

: ! 
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carry on the development of its new industrial site. 

I am therefore of the opinion that the automatic signals now installed north of 
Bridge 15 must be extended to protect the spur now proposed, and that the cost of this 
extension should be borne by the only party benefited that is, the city. 

‘This switch should now be so laid as to accommodate other industries which may _ 
from time to time be located in the city’s industrial subdivision, and no one or more 
industries should be allowed to obtain exclusive rights to that switch. This is a matter : 
which the city can easily provide for, as the switch when constructed, although a switch 
not to be operated by the city as such, will be on city property. 

The parties will be advised at once of this disposition of the matter, and an oppor 
tunity given them to submit a substituted plan should it appear that the constructio 
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“now proposed is not such as to serve the “hole of the site. By this I do not mean 


that the construction as now made should be sufficient to serve the whole site. What I 
desire the parties to understand is that the track should be laid at such an angle and 
such a position that it may be extended from time to time and laterals from time to 
time run into it, so as to obviate another break in the railway Company’s line. 
Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 

Order in accordance with judgment issued. 


~ 


/ 


RE ENTWISTLE, ALTA. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, July 18, 1914: 

Many letters have been received from. property owners interested in maintain- 
ing the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway station where it is, pointing out that property 
has been purchased entirely on the situation of the station and that its removal would 
greatly injure, and in many cases ruin those who purchased property in the original 
town site, or representations to that effect. 

I think the result to the owners in the neighbourhood of the present station from a 
ehange of the station site would not be nearly so serious as is feared. 

After, however going very carefully again, and for the last time, into the whole 
question, I am of the opinion that it is now impossible for the board to change the 
station site. 

It is unnecessary to go over the grounds already so often gone over and which 


appear in the different Judgments of the board, commencing indeed before my appoint- 


ment to the board. 

The standard conditions of public safety required, having regard to the high and 
long bridge adjoining Entwistle must be observed, not only on the one side of the river, 
but also on the other. The board’s engineers will have to see that all the requirements 
laid down by their reports as necessary to be observed on the east must also be observed 
on the west. 


I am, however, of the opinion that while these requirements prevent the construc- 
tion of a station on the site near the bridge asked for by the original settlement of 
Entwistle, a spur track with a trailing point switch toward King street, and which 
should obviate any question of danger in so far as a derailment on a movement toward 
the bridge is concerned, can be constructed. The board’s chief operating officer has 
made a careful survey of the whole situation. He recommends that the spur 
track now located between King street and Pembina bridge be removed, and 
that a spur track capable of holding five cars be installed at a point east of 
King street, with a trailing point switch towards King street, the same to be - 


constructed with a descending grade away from the main line so that there would be 


no danger of cars running out or fouling the main track; and that the railway com- 
Pany arrange to handle carload freight for the village of Entwistle and those that 
require it at this point. The skfe and proper location for the construction of the spur 
is shown by the red ink line on the plan on file with the board. 
' The owners of property on the river bank have complained bitterly as to their 
present facilities. It is no real hardship to have to go a distance of a mile and a half 
to a station. Distances far greater than this have to be travelled in the centres of 
dense population. On the other hand, the road which the railway company constructed 
under the board’s order, while originally, apparently well constructed, is a difficult road 
over which to team. 

I think that the order now made is proper, having regard to the difficulties that 
Entwistle is now at in obtaining its supplies. It may well be that under ordinary 
circumstances there is not enough business to warrant, under ordinary conditions, the 
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construction of a siding at this point; but under the present circumstances 1 am 
clearly of the opinion that the construction is proper and necessary. 

Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 

Order in accordance with judgment issued. 


COMPLAINT OF J. W. LEHNHART OF MAZENOD, SASK., AS TO MOVEMENT OF A CARLOAD OF 
MACHINERY FROM REGINA TO MAZENOD. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, July 20, 1914: 


Mazenod is a station on the Canadian Northern line, and is the point to which 
construction has been carried on the branch of that company from Avonlea to Gravel- 
bourg. 

Owing to the fact that the Canadian Northern has not as yet in operation any line 
from Regina to Moosejaw which would enable the car to have been taken the appro- 
priate route making connection at Moosejaw with the Canadian Northern line to the 
south, this car was routed via Maryfield, Radville, and Avonlea to Mazenod, a most 
circuitous route, making a movement of 401 miles. 

For a movement of this length the rate on this material is 44 cents, and on the | 
weight moved as given by the complainant of 49,800 pounds the total charge would 
be $219.12. The complainant shows that the sum charged was $216.63. 

For this roundabout movement, therefore, no overcharge has been made. 

The Canadian Northern has omitted to give a town tariff from Regina to Mazenod, 
although it is within Regina’s distributing radius, and although the company has 
covered that point in its town tariffs from Port Arthur, Winnipeg, Portage la Prairie, 
and Brandon. 

The Canadian Northern has also included in the Regina town tariff Avonlea and 
other points on the Moosejaw-Radville line. It has also covered the branch from 
Radville to Bengough. This is a branch running some fifty miles south of the Avon- , 
lea-Gravelbourg branch on which Mazenod is situate, and is, therefore, that distance © 
further removed from Regina. ' 

The answer made by Mr. Shaw to the inquiry of the board’s chief traffic officer f 
as to why that company had discriminated against Regina merchants by omitting to — 
throw open the Gravelbourg branch to them, states that the company has no direct ‘. 
route from Regina to points on the Gravelbourg branch and has no connection with i 
the Canadian Pacific at Moosejaw which would permit of a reasonable rate arrange- — 
ment. fy 

The same answer might well have been given as to the branch from Radville to 
Bengough. 

T am of the opinion that a discrimination both undue and unjust is worked by 
the present state of affairs; and that in order to remove such discrimination, the 
Canadian Northern should be directed to extend the Regina distributing rates along 
the Gravelbourg branch westerly from Avonlea. The result would be that, on the 
particular movement in question, the rate would be 37 cents instead of 44 cents, and 
the total charge $184.26. / 

This board has no authority to order rebates or the direction would now be made_ 
ordering a refund of the difference between $184.26 and $216.63. Just so soon as the 
Canadian Northern construction is completed from Regina to Moosejaw so as to vive 
connection with the Canadian Northern line south from Moosejaw, much more favour: 
able rates, of course, will be enjoyed by these districts. , 

Concurred in by Commissioner Goodeve. 

Reported in 17 Can. Ry Cas. 93. 
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COMPLAINT OF SMART-WOODS, LIMITED, OF WINNIPEG, MAN., THAT THE DELIVERING CARRIERS 
AT, WINNIPEG DISCLAIM RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE SHORTAGE OF GOODS RECEIVED BY THEM 
“SHORT” FROM THEIR CONNECTIONS, ALTHOUGH THEY ARE WILLING TO ASSIST IN 

_ OBTAINING REDRESS FROM THE DEFAULTING CARRIER, 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, July 20, 1914. 


The complaint was heard at the sittings of the board at Winnipeg on May 26, 
1914. 

Complainant’s goods (burlaps) came from India, via Boston, Mass., and, being 
consigned “to order”, the bills of lading, properly endorsed, have to be given up to 
the delivering carrier by the consignees as their proof of ownership. This rule 
obtains everywhere, and is, of course, a proper one, since the’ last carrier, for the time 
being, holds the goods in trust for the shipper or the bank; but because the bill of 
lading has to be so surrendered is no reason, as the complainants contend it 1s, why the 
onus of the delivering carrier, with respect to short deliveries, should be greater than 

in the case of straight consignments. 

. Over-seas importations may be covered by a joint ocean and rail bill of lading, 
containing the conditions of carriage appertaining to water and land respectively, or 
by a ship’s bill of lading containing the ocean conditions only. As a rule, the latter 

_terminates at the seaport on this side, in which case the initial railway -company 
issues, or is supposed to issue, an inland or rail bill of lading—the American Uniform 
Bill of Lading from United States ports, and that prescribed by this board from 
Canadian ports. In some cases the local ocean or ship’s bill of lading is, in effect, 
made a through one by showing the inland destination and the through rate thereto, 
notwithstanding that it does not contain the conditions of carriage by rail. Those 
filed by the complainants with the board in this case are on ship’s bill of lading forms. 

The main question is the responsibility of the several rail carriers, as this board has 
—as I pointed out at the hearing—no jurisdiction over the steamship companies; and I 
think the conditions of rail carriage settle it. As regards carriage from a Canadian 
seaport, section 2 of the Board’s Order No. 7562, dated the 15th day of July, 1909, is 

_as follows :— \ 


‘Section 2.—“In the ease of shipments from one point in Canada to another 
point in Canada, or where goods are shipped under a joint tariff, the carrier 
issuing this bill of lading, in addition to its other liability hereunder, shall be 
liable for any loss, damage, or injury to such goods from which the other carrier 

: is not by the termg of this bill of lading relieved, caused by or resulting from the 

act, neglect, or default of any other carrier to which such goods may be delivered 

in Canada, or under such joint tariff, or over whose line or lines such goods may 

pass in Canada or under such joint tariff, the onus of proving that such loss was 

_ not so caused or did not so result being upon the carrier issuing this bill of lading. 

' The carrier issuing this bill of lading shall be entitled to recover from the other 

carrier on whose line or lines the loss, damage, or injury to the said goods shall 

rs have been sustained the amount of such loss, damage, or injury as it may be 

required to pay hereunder, as may be evidenced by any receipt, judgment, or 

transcript thereof. Nothing in this section shall deprive the holder of this bill of 

lading or party entitled to the goods of any remedy or right of action which he 
may have against the carrier issuing this bill of lading or any other carrier.” 


Paragraph 4 of section 4 of the same order provides that :— 


“Notice of loss, damage or delay must be made in writing to the carrier at 
the point of delivery, or to the carrier at the point of origin, within four months 
after delivery of the goods, or in case of failure to make delivery, then within 
four months after a reasonable time for delivery has elapsed. Unless notice is so 
given the carrier shall not be liable.” But it does not make the delivering car- 


rier liable unless it be so de facto. 
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Section 2 of the conditions of the Uniform Bill of Lading approved by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, which governs from Boston, is as follows :— 


“Tn issuing this bill of lading this company agrees to transport only over its 
own line, and except as otherwise provided by law acts only as agent with 
respect to the portion of the route beyond its own line. 

“ No carrier shall be liable for loss, damage, or injury not occurring on its 
own road or its portion of the through route, nor after said property has been 
delivered to the next carrier, except as such liability is or may be imposed by 
law, but nothing contained in this bill of lading shall be deemed to exempt the 
initial carrier from any such liability so imposed.” 


- 


And paragraph 8, of section 3 provides that :— 


“ Claims for loss, damage, or delay must be made in writing to the carrier at 
the point of delivery or at the point of origin within four months after delivery 
of the property, or, in case of failure to make delivery, then within four months ~ 
after a reasonable time for delivery has elapsed. Unless claims are so made the 
carrier shall not be liable.” 


Here, again, the board is without jurisdiction over the initial carrier at Boston. 
T am of the opinion that the complaint should be dismissed. 

Concurred in by Commissioner Goodeve. 

Reported in 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 340. 


RE ST. LOUIS, SASKATCHEWAN, SIDING. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, July 20, 1914: 

This is an application for an order directing the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway — 
Company to construct a siding from its Prince Albert branch line at St. Louis, 
Saskatchewan. The railway company on being served with the application, submitted 
that its “line for some distance south of the Saskatchewan river is descending on a 
1 per cent grade to make the crossing, and in. traversing this country it is necessary 
to take heavy work. Hence the physical characteristics of the country make it 
impossible to locate a siding as desired by the petitioners. The company naturally 
would be pleased to place a siding at a location the inhabitants of the surrounding 
country desire, if the conditions would warrant it. In this case unfortunately they 
do not’ The company also submitted that “ not only is the grade against the siding, 
but also the short distance to the river, and this coupled with the extensive work that 
would be necessary makes such a proposition beyond our possibility of carrying out.” 

The case came on for hearing at the board’s sitting in Saskatoon on May 28, 
1914, when it was represented that St. Louis was an old settlement; that the roads 
converge at Duck Lake, going west, and Prince Albert, going north; that some 
sixteen business places are established in St. Louis; that the townsite is already 
laid out and people are ready to build buildings, in prospect being two elevators and a 
erist mill. It was also pointed out that the railway company had placed a siding. 
some five or six miles farther south at a point described as New St. Louis; that that 
location was not suitable in that the roads do not converge there, and that there 
was a lack of water supply, while on the other hand a first-class spring as well as river 
water was available at St. Louis. It was also claimed that 201 persons lived in St. 
Louis, and that 27 buildings had actually been erected. ‘ 

The railway company made no answer to these representations at this sitting, i 
being stated on behalf of the company that it had no interest in either the old or th 
new townsite, resting its objections to the application entirely on the engineerin 
questions. 

The case was adjourned in order to enable an assistant engineer of the board 
make an inspection. 
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The assistant engineer has since reported, and states that he was accompanied by 
Senator Davis of Prince Albert, and was met in St. Louis by Mr. Sinclair of Sinclair 
& Co. and about twenty-five others who were interested in having the siding asked 
for constructed. He also states that when in Winnipeg he took the matter up with the 
railway company’s divisional engineer, its assistant solicitor, and Mr. Rosevear who 
is its traffic officer. : 

The report shows that the railway company has located its siding at new St. 
Louis; that this point is, in his (the assistant engineer) opinion, a proper point for 
station grounds; that at New St. Louis there is a grain elevator, and that a hotel and 
a store are now being erected; that descending from new St. Louis to old St. wouis 
on the banks of the river there is a descending grade averaging one per cent to a 
point sixteen hundred feet from the banks of the Saskatchewan, which portion is on 
a level grade, part being on a five degree curve; that the distance from new St. 
Louis to old St. Louis is 3-75 miles; that at present the railway company has con- 
structed a temporary siding about 600 feet from the banks of the river and running | 
south parallel to the railway which will hold eight or nine cars, and is being used for 
material used in the construction of the bridge now being built. He estimates that 
the population of old St. Louis is about 140, and states that there are two general 
stores, two temporary implement firms and other stores that go to make a small town, 
out nothing very substantial in the way of buildings. 

Other matters are referred to by the assistant engineer on which it is not necessary 
to dwell, the engineer reporting that in the interest of public safety and the proper 
operation of trains, the application should be refused. 

The parties having received copies of the engincer’s report, the case was again 
set down for hearing at the sitting of the board held in Regina, June 24, 1914. 

The applicants still pressed for construction. Mr. Zeiger appeared and produced 
a petition largely signed by the settlers of the district, and pointed out that he 
represented not the townspeople of St. Louis but the farmers of the district and 
that probably for more than 30 years peovle have been residing there on the Saskatche- 
wan river, and that there was an old ferry site where the road used to lead to Prince 
Albert just where the Grand Trunk are now putting this bridge across; that the 
roads to old St. Louis are good roads and, that the settlement is much condensed 
iulong the river and that a siding could be well constructed on the 1,600 feet of level 
which extends back from the river. He further pointed out that there are practically 
a0 roads to new St. Louis at the present time from the east or the west, while the 
roads are already made to old St. Louis by reason of the fact that the old ferry road 
1as been running from that point into Prince Albert for the last thirty years. 

Judgment was reserved. 

It may be noted that out of 76 signatures attached to the petition filed by Mr. 
Zeiger, only 13 of the petitioners appeared to be interested in old St. Louis, the 
‘emainder apparently being made up of farmers, the numbers of whose sections, 
ownships and ranges are given. ‘ 

Since the hearing, Senator Davis has written the board as follows:— 

“Prince ALBERT, Sask., June 29, 1914. — 

“Mr. Cartwnicur, 

Secretary Board of Railway Commissioners, 
Ottawa, Ont. : 

“My Dear Mr. Oartwricut,—Re petitions that have been sent to the board 
and representations made to the commission sitting here, at Saskatoon and 
Regina, on the crossing of the Grand Trunk of the South Saskatchewan river 
at St. Louis, wherein some people claim that they should have a siding, I want 
to say in the interests of people who are living on the townsite as surveyed 
by the Grand Trunk three miles south of that point, that they have had no oppor- 
tunity of being heard before the board and knew nothing of these petitions and 
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representations. They would like a chance if it is necessary, to be heard on this 
question, as they have a lot of money invested at that point. From information 
we have received these petitions are signed by people who are not interested at 
all in the matter. At the time the railroad was built or the grade built to the 
river there were no interests there at all, except one little-store. The people 
that are in there since have come there with the intention of making money out 
of the bridge construction. They have no buildings of a permanent character 
and they have no rights to claim any siding because they came there knowing 
that there was no siding there. I would like before any decision is made by the 
board, that the people at Garson from the Grand Trunk townsite proper should be 
heard on this question, as they are vitally interested. All communications 
should be addressed to Mr. F. W. Halliday, Prince Albert, as secretary of the 
Townsite Company. 
“Yours truly, 


“(Sed.)  T..0. DAVIS.” 


Garson, the point referred to in Senator Davis’ letter is the point which I have 
referred to as new St. Louis.” This is the place where the Grand Trunk Pacifie Rail- 
way Company has placed its station, and is the location of the new townsite. This 
new townsite, from the senator’s letter, appears to be controlled by a townsite com- 
pany of which Mr. F. W. Halliday, of Prince Albert, is secretary. . 

Nothing in this present application directly affects the new townsite, except the 
possibility that if St. Louis is left entirely without any railway facilities those resident 
there may be compelled to move to new St. Louis, or, on the other hand, lots in new 
St. Louis may be more readily sold to newcomers, than they otherwise would be if the 
old settlement is to be continued, unless, indeed, the point selected for the new town- 
site is such that it would be idle to expect any developments there except at the cost 
entirely of St. Louis. The new townsite has its station and there is no intention of 
interfering with it. It has its siding; it has a recently constructed elevator, and will 
have the hotel and store now in course of erection. It may be said to have the poten- 
tialities for a small town. St. Louis is already a small town and only lacks railway 
accommodation. 

I am of the view that the interests of rival townsites, with the possibilities of 
gain or loss to their promoters, are not questions which should govern the board in 
the selection of location for railway facilities. The question for the board is the pre- 
ponderating question of public necessity and convenience. Railways are constructed 
with a view, among other things, of serving the inhabitants of the districts through 
which they pass. 

Beyond all question the preponderating public convenience and necessity would 
eall for railway facilities at old St. Louis. The question for determination is whether 
or not the objections from the standpoint of railway construction and operation, 
’ endorsed as they have been by the assistant engineer of the board, necessitate a denial 
of that public interest. In my opinion they do not. While in the case of a main 
line, with high speed movements, full effect might have to be given to the arguments 
advanced by the railway company, a very different position arises in considering 
traffie on this branch line. . 

The question has been carefully considered by the board’s chief engineer and by 
its chief operating officer, and they have recommended that an order should be made 
for a ten-car spur at old St. Louis with a trailing point switch towards the bridg 
over the Saskatchewan river; the spur to be constructed at the point designated ir 
red on the plan on file with the board. Y 

An order should go requiring its construction. 

Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 

Ordered accordingly. 
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Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, July 20, 1914. 


Plans of the new Canadian Northern Railway station have been submitted by 
the railway company and approved by the city and Board of Trade authorities, neither 
of which bodies take any stand on the question as to whether or not the station should 
be continued at the present site. 

Mr. Douglas Kerr, on behalf of himself and other ratepayers, and particularly 
on behalf of the School Board of which he is a member, protested against the con- 
tinuance of the station at the point in question, having regard to the danger to 
children and others using the level crossing. Mr. Kerr suggests a site on the main 
line. This site, as it is somewhat inaccessible, is not convenient either for the receiv- 
ing or delivering of trafic. It is, however, undoubtedly safer, in so far as the ques- 
tion of street use is concerned. 

I find, however, that the station is placed in its present position as a result of 
the vote of the ratepayers of the municipality, and also as the result of an agreement 
with the vendors of the land—the Messrs. McKellar. 7 

The question of safe highway crossings is one in which the municipality is 
vitally interested, and although the station was placed where it now stands as the 
result of a municipal by-law coupled with the vote of the ratepayers in favour of a 
money by-law granting aid to the company, I am of the opinion that, should the 
municipality desire it, and will extend its street-car system to the Canadian Northern 
main line along Victoria avenue, no injustice will be done the railway company. The 
station on the main line would become reasonably accessible, and in the long run a 
station on the main line will be in the best interests both of the public and the rail- 
way, although with the present development of the city and means of access to the main 
line location, the contrary is the case to-day. 

If the municipality is not desirous of the change being made, and of extending 
the car system, an order should go approving the plans submitted for a building and 
lay-out on the present site, with the modifications recommended by the board’s, chief 
operating officer, and which are as follows:— 

“The railway company to put in a suitable passenger depot with platforms 
between Victoria avenue and Mile street; move the freight shed to the north 
side of Mile street; plan a re-arrangement of the tracks to serve the same; and 
require the railway company not to stop its train on Victoria avenue; and to 
put in some form of protection at Mile street. 


By giving effect to this modification, the danger to those using the highways is 
0 a considerable degree decreased. 
Mr. Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


TOWNSHIP OF OLIVER WV. C.P.R. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, July 20, 1914. 

This is a complaint made by the municipality of the township of Oliver, complain- 
ng of the inadequate train service from Murillo to Fort William furnished by the 
Yanadian Pacific Railway. 

The case was heard at the board’s sitting at Port Arthur on June 27, 1914, when 
§ appeared that the former local train had been taken off as far back as last February 
‘t March, the company showing that there was not business enough for the train to do. 

The board intimated at the hearing that the company should flag such trains as 
ould enable the residents of Murillo, and the neighbourhood thereof, to go to Port 
irthur or Fort William, their market towns, and return the same day. Mr. Murphy, 
he company’s superintendent, objected to any such action on the ground that the 
rains were heavy and that there was a one per cent grade. 
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The board accordingly directed the particular objections raised by Mr. Murphy to 
be inquired into by its operating officer. He agrees that the grade is. heavy and that 
the trains are heavy. He finds, however, that the company has already stopped this 
train at other places where the conditions are not more onerous. Of course simply 
because a train is stopped at one point is no reason why it should be stopped at other = 
points. Such action, if worked out logically, would render the service of the parti- 
cular train in question of little, and sometimes of practically no value. 

It appears that at the point in question when the company is running the maxi- 
mum trainload, a double engine is used. With this double engine already in use at 
this point, and in view of the fact that a similar service has been given the district in 
the past, I am of the opinion that the recommendation of the chief operating officer 
should be given effect to and an order made that train No. 3 be stopped on flag at 
Murillo, and flag stop for trains 7 and 1 be cancelled. With this privilege, the resi- 
dents in the neighbourhood can go to Port Arthur or Fort William and return the 
same day. In view of the distance from Murillo to Port Arthur this is a condition 
which I think they are entitled to in view of the service on the company’s line. 

Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 

Ordered that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company be, and it is hereby required, 
forthwith, to stop its train No. 8 on flag signal, at Murillo station; the railway com- 
pany to be at liberty to cancel the present arrangement of stopping trains Nos. 7 and 
1 at the said station. 


APPLICATION OF THE GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY FOR AN ORDER REQUIRING THE HAMIL- 
TON AND TORONTO SEWER PIPE COMPANY TO REPLACE THE SIDING TO THE HAMILTON. 
AND TORONTO SEWER PIPE COMPANY AND THE FOWLERS CANADIAN COMPANY IN THE 
SAME CONDITION AS IT WAS BEFORE THEY INTERFERED WITH IT. | 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, July 23, 1914. 


The application of the Grand Trunk Railway Company sets out the fact as 
follows :— 


“ The siding in question serves the Hamilton and Toronto Sewer Pipe Com- 
pany and the Fowler Canadian Company jointly, and its construction, mainten- 
ance and operation is authorized by Ordér No. 6040 of the board, dated Novem- 
ber 11,1908. It would appear that recently the Hamilton and Toronto Sewer Pipe 
Company, without permission from the board or any one else, took up part of 
this siding, which prevented our access to the Fowlers Canadian Company 
which was at the end of the siding. We complained to the Sewer Pipe Company 
at the time, and delayed making an application to the board until it appeared 
that no other course was open to us. The Fowlers Canadian Company objected 
to the removal of the track and insist upon its replacement. We would, there: 
fore, apply for an order of the board requiring the Hamilton and Toronto Sewei 


Pipe Company to replace this siding in the same condition as it was before they 
interfered with it.” | 


The Hamilton and Toronto Sewer Pipe Company has submitted to the boar 
copies of its correspondence with the Grand Trunk Railway Company. Under date o: 
March 28, 1914, it wrote to the city agent of the Grand Trunk Railway Company a 
Hamilton stating that it desired to have certain spur tracks re-arranged; and it statec 
that it desired to take out its present coal siding between the kilns. This is the sidinj 
which is concerned in the present application, The Grand Trunk agent at Hamilto1 
was again written to under date of April 7, and under date of April 8, the Sewer Pip 
Company was informed by him that the matter had been taken up with the Commis 
sioner of Industries at Montreal. 

In its letter to the board, dated June 27, the Sewer Pipe Company states tha 
nothing has been done by the railway in the matter. 


> ees 
: 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 191 


a 


SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


From the report of the board’s chief operating officer on file, it appears that as 
early as April 23, the portion of the siding which extended on to the property of the 
Fowlers Canadian Company had been torn up just north of the last pair of kilns, and 
an excavation had been made for the foundation of a new kiln. 

By Order 6040, dated November 11, 1908, an order was issued by the board for the 
construction of certain spurs through the premises of the Hamilton and Toronto Sewer 
Pipe Company and the Fowlers Canadian Company. This order legalized certain spurs 
which were already on the ground and had been in existence a considerable period of 
time prior to the date of the order. The matter was spoken to at Hamilton on October 
13, 1908, and was spoken to at greater length at Toronto on November 11, 1908, when 
the terms of the order were discussed. Clauses 1 and 2 of Order 6040, which issued 
after the hearings in question, are, in view of what was stated in the course of the 
hearings, especially pertinent. They are as follows: 


“1. That the applicant company do not expropriate the land upon which 
the said sidings are situated, without first obtaining the consent of the board, 
notwithstanding the approval of the said plans.” 

“2, That nothing in this order contained affect, prejudice or alter any of 
the rights or obligations existing between the Hamilton and Torronto Sewer Pipe 
Company, Fowlers Canadian Company, and the applicant company, or any two 
of these; and that all such rights and obligations continue as if this order had 
not been made.” 


In the course of the discussion both at Hamilton and at Toronto, reference was 
made to the fact that the Sewer Pipe Company did not desire the legalizing of the 
existing spurs to take such shape as would preclude it from re-arranging them. As, 
for example, Mr. Cowan, speaking as counsel for the Grand Trunk, which was the 
applicant, used the following language, in reference to the position taken by the 
Sewer Pipe Company.—Vol. 68, p. 8367: 


“That is the whole trouble; the tracks are there and they are there with 
their consent; but when we come to legalize them, they say we may not always 
want that track coming across on to the Fowlers.” 


Again in speaking of the attitude of this company, the following language was also 
used by him at page 8368 of the same volume: 


“Mr. New says, I do not mind the track there as long as I don’t want the 
use of the land. I said any time you want to use it, take the track up.” 


At the hearing in Toronto on November 11, 1908, Mr. Cowan, acting for the 
Grand Trunk, stated that the Fowler Company desired to have a provision in the 
order that the sidings in which they were interested should not be removed from off 
the lands of the Sewer Pipe Company, without the sanction of the board having first 
been obtained; and a suggestion was made by Mr. Cowan, at page 9021 of volume 69, 
that such an arrangement would be a proper one. Mr. Masten, who appeared for the 
Sewer Pipe Company, contended that the rights possessed by the Fowler Company 
under existing agreements should not be added to. 

Throughout the discussion which took place, the Sewer Pipe Company contended 
that the order legalizing the existing spurs should not give to the Fowler Company 
any greater rights than they already possessed under existing agreements ; and this 
position was accepted by the board. At volume 69, p. 9028, Mr. Cowan again Briley 
to his position that before the siding running off the Sewer Pipe Company’s land on 
to the land of the Fowler Company was removed, an order of the board should be 
obtained; and the late Chief Commissioner Mabee stated that this would Poel the 
existing agreement that the Sewer Pipe Company had entered into further than it 


4 


192 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


6 GEORGE V, A. 1916 


then went. It was also stated by the late chief commissioner, at page 9029, that he 
knew of no order whereby the Fowler interests should be given a right of way over the 
land of the Sewer Pipe Company; and Mr. Cowan agreed that this should not be done, 
unless there was absolute expropriation of the property to reach the Fowler Company. 
In summing up the matter, the following language was used by the chief commissioner 
at page 9209: 


“T do not see any way to do it, Mr. Cowan, but to approve these plans 
subject to all existing rights. If we go any further, we will be interfering with 
the existing rights.” 


There has been filed with the board a copy of an agreement entered into on July 
30, 1898, between the Hamilton and Toronto Sewer Pipe Company, Limited, of the first 
part; the administrators of the estate of the late Thomas Lawry, of the second part; 
and Thomas Lawry & Son, Limited, of the third part. It is recited that the Hamilton 
and Toronto Sewer Pipe Company, Limited, own a certain railway siding, “ running 
along the easterly side of the said Sewer Pipe Company’s factory.” It is further recited 
that Thomas Lawray & Son, Limited, “are desirous of passing over the said easterly — 
railway siding with one or two cars of coal per week for the “ use of the factory of the 
said Thomas Lawry & Son, Limited.” The terms on which the use of the siding was 
permitted are set out. It is further provided that in the event of the said Thomas 
Lawry & Son, Limited, using the said easterly railway siding by passing over same more 
than one or two cars of coal per week, in such case the said Thomas Lawry & Son, 
Limited, agree to pay the said Hamilton and Toronto Sewer Pipe Company, Limited, 
one-half of whatever the Grand Trunk Railway Company may charge the said Sewer 
Pipe Company for the use of the said railway siding; the same to be paid at least once a 
year from the date hereof. The agreement was entered into for a period of five years. 
Apparently Thomas Lawry & Son, Limited, were the predecessors in title of the Fowler 
Company. The agreement which has been referred to was spoken of by Mr. Cowan, who — 
acted for the Sewer Pipe Company, at Toronto, at the hearing on July 3, 1914, as being © 
an agreement between the Fowler Company and the Sewer Pipe Company; and it has — 
been filed by him. The history of the agreements, if any, between the Sewer Pipe 
Company and the Fowler'Company since 1903 has not been developed before the board. 

At the hearing at Toronto, the Fowler Company, through some oversight was not 
notified. It has made a submission in writing. It states in the course of its submis- 
sion that it had had the use of the siding in question over the Hamilton and Toronto © 
Sewer Pipe Company’s property for the last fifteen years or more; and that while it 
originally used it principally for receiving coal and other supplies into its premises, it 
had for some time back been using this siding as an outlet to the Grand Trunk for all 
the offal and by-products manufactured by its plant. 

Thé board in issuing Order 6040 was careful to state that it did not “ affect, preju- — 
dice or alter” the rights and obligations as between the Sewer Pipe Company and the 
Fowler Company, and that all such rights and obligations were to continue as if this 
order had not been made. So far as the record of the agreements is before the board, 
the Fowler Company had the right to handle over the siding a limited number of cars 
of a particular commodity and nothing more. Whether there were any conditions in 
respect of notice to be given in connection with the discontinuance of the spur is a 
matter which would, in view of what has been said, depend on the terms of the agree- 
ment or agreements, if any, in respect thereto. Nothing bearing on any obligation in 
this respect, if any such obligation there be, has been developed before the board. 

It is shown throughout the record of the hearings that the Sewer Pipe Company 
insisted on retaining the control of the sidings on their own land, to the extent of 
taking them up if necessary. This contention was placed squarely before the board; 
and with a full knowledge of this, the board refused to place in the order a clause 
providing that before the siding in question was interfered with the matter should be 
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heard and dealt with by order. Consequently, the Sewer Pipe Company’s action in the 
present application is not in violation of Order 6040. The only way in which the board 
can provide that the Fowler Company shall have an access from the line of the Grand 
Trunk to its own line across the Sewer Pipe Company’s land, would be by authorizing 
the Grand Trunk, on application, to expropriate a right of way across the Sewer Pipe 
Company’s land. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, concurred. 


APPLICATION OF THE MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF PARRY SOUND, ONTARIO, THAT 


THE BOARD RECONSIDER ORDER NO. 4088, DATED NOVEMBER 28, 1907, AND FOR AN ORDER 
DIRECTING THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY TO CONSTRUCT A SUBWAY UNDER 
ITS RAILWAY AT ARMSTRONG STREET, IN THE TOWN OF PARRY SOUND, ONTARIO. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr at the close of 
the hearing September 15, 1914: 

In this matter, when the line of railway was to be built an agreement was made 
dated the 17th October, 1907, between the town of Parry Sound and the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company whereby, among other things, certain subways were provided 
at a number of streets. The scheme agreed upon by the railway and the town at that 
time was that a subway should be put at or near Marion street, and an arrangement 
was made as to how the work was to be done and as to the distribution of the cost of it 
between the railway and the municipality. Through no fault of anyone that subway 
has not been built. 

The municipality now comes before the board and asks us to substitute a subway 
at Armstrong street for the subway at Marion. It is pointed out that Armstrong 
street is a more direct line from Margaret and Ethel streets and Avenue road to the 
public school on the east side of the track. The railway company objects to the applica- 
tion of the municipality pointing out, and it is quite clear from their plan, that their 
intention ultimately is to extend northward across Armstrong on the east side of their 
tracks. Their plan shows that they have their freight shed, their coal shed, and a num- 
ber of sidings now on the east side of their tracks south of Armstrong, and it is quite 
clear if they are to extend, as undoubtedly they will in a growing town like Parry 
Sound, that the only way they can do so is by extending northward across Armstrong 
and occupying the territory north of that street. 

Under the circumstances the board thinks that the agreements should be adhered 
to. We do not feel justified in interfering with the arrangement that was made by 
the parties at the time. We think they should stand by the agreement. This appli- 
cation is dismissed. 


APPLICATION OF THE MONTREAL BOARD OF TRADE, PER W. S. TILSTON, MONTREAL, P.Q., ON 
BEHALF OF THE MONTREAL WHOLESALE, GROCERS’ GUILD AND THE MONTREAL WHOLE- 
SALE LIQUOR ASSOCIATION, FOR AN ORDER DIRECTING THE RAILWAY COMPANIES TO 
REINSTATE MIXED CARLOAD COMMODITY RATES BY OCTOBER 1. 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLzan, September 30, 1914. 
The complaint of the Montreal Board of Trade was supported at the recent hear- 
ing in Montreal by Mr. Marshall, on behalf of the Toronto Board of Trade, and 


Messrs. Balfour, Cleghorn, Hebert, Blain, and Terroux. ; 
While reference is made herein to the tariffs of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
alone, this is for convenience only, as its tariffs are identical with those of the other 


railways concerned. ie 
Under C.P.R. tariff No. E-1953, O.R.C.E.-2353, provision was made under Item 


31 as follows, regarding groceries and dried fruits :— 
“Groceries classifying 5th class and dried fruits 4th class, straight car- 
loads, in the Canadian classification, when shipped in mixed carloads, will 


20ce—13 


194 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 
6 GEORGE V, A. 1916 © 


take carload rate on each commodity, carload weight, subject to the minimum 
24,000 pounds. If total weight of shipment be less than 24,000 pounds, dried 
fruits will be charged on basis of 4th class rate, carload weight, and groceries 
5th class for balance of weight necessary to make up full minimum weight.” 


Ttem 33 of the same tariff, dealing with liquors, mixed carloads, reads as follows :— 


“ Liquors, domestic or foreign, in wood, and in cases, jars or stone jugs, © 
when shipped in mixed carloads, will be accepted at the respective carload rate, - 
actual weight, subject to minimum of 24,000 pounds. If the total weight of 
shipment be less than 24,000 pounds in waybilling the weight of the liquor in 
wood shall be inereased to make up the full weight.” a 


In GPR. tariff O.R.C. No. E-2848, applicable from points in eastern Canada 
to Port Arthur and west thereof, these items are no longer carried. This tariff, 
issued August 24, became effective as to reductions September 1, and as to increases 
October 1. The effect of these cancellations is to leave the matter as it is provided 
for by rule 2 of the classification. Under rule 2, subsection b, it is provided that 
when the articles shipped have a earload rating and are of more than one class, the 
earload rate and minimum carload weight of the article in the highest class shall 
apply on all the articles that make up the carload. The same provision is to be found 
under subsection ¢ of rule 2, in regard to shipments west of and including Port 
Arthur and points west thereof, the provision in this connection being limited of 
course by the arrangement that exists in regard to trade lists in the west. . 

Tn the case of liquors, the item already referred to deals with the special mixing 
privilege given to liquors, domestic or foreign. There is contained in the classifica: 
tion a special provision whereby in the case of native wines, native methylated spirits, 
and native spirits of alcohol, etc., on a movement of 4th and 5th class articles in the 
same car, the articles are allowed to mix on their respective ratings. This is the only 
departure from the classification rule already referred to which is to be found in the 
classification, and was explained at the hearing as being in the nature of a concession 
to a home industry. 

Tn addition to the complaint heard at Montreal communications, both telegraphie¢ 
and written, have been received from Winnipeg and from Vancouver in opposition 
to the cancellation of the items. On the other hand, communications have been 
received from Regina and from Edmonton in support of the action taken by the 
railways. 

As has been set out, the tariff from points east of Port Arthur carried a notice 
of more than thirty days. In the case of the tariff from Port Arthur west, O.R.C. 
W-1953, the date of issue was July 30, and the effective date as t0 
advances September 1. 

In the cancellations from other points, a different situation appears. The 
cancellations covering a series of points from Calgary to Yorkton are covered by 
C.R.C. W-1959, which was issued August 18, effective September 1. Winnipeg is 
covered by the same tariff, with the same date of issuance and same effective date 
In the case of Vancouver, tariff O.R.C. W-1715 was issued August 26, with effective 
date September 1. yf 

By section 828, sub-section 3, as amended by 1 and 2, Geo. V, chapter 4 
section 11, it is provided that when a special freight tariff advances any toll hithert 
charged, 30 days’ notice shall be given of such increase. In the sub-section, the 
word “toll” is used. The definition of “ toll”, as contained in sub-section 30 of sectiol 
2 of the Railway Act, indicates that toll or rate may be alternatively. 

It was urged by the railways at the hearing that instead of there being @ 
inerease in the rate charged there had, on account of the rate reductions directed 
the decision in the Western Rates Case, been a decrease. In one sense this is true 
if attention is paid to the class rate alone; but it must be remembered that 
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effect of removing the arrangement whereby, hitherto, articles were allowed to mix in 
carloads on their respective ratings and replacing it by the general provision as set 
out in the rule of classification already referred to, was to increase the aggregate to!l 


The definition of toll or rate in the Railway Act, as already referred to, is in 
terms of the amendment of 7-8 Edward VII, chap. 61, part 2, so wide in its scope 
that it is justifiable in dealing with the provisions of sub-section 3 of section 328 to 


The situation in regard to the actual notice given in the ease of Winnipeg, 
Calgary and Vancouver, and the initial points covered by their respective tariffs which 
covered the cancellations, has been set out. There has not been in these cases a 
notice given which satisfies the requirements of sub-section 3 of section 328, 

Some telegraphic communication took place between the board’s traffic department 
and the Chief of the Tariff Bureau of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company at 
Winnipeg. The board was asked if it was willing to waive statutory notice on tariffs 
issued under the board’s decision in the Western Rates Case and the order thereunder. 
It was represented by the railway company that on account of congestion in printing 
there was difficulty in ‘meeting the requirements as ‘to notice. The request dealt 
simply with tariffs issued under the aforesaid order of the board; and, in reply, the 
board stated that on account of the wide publicity given to the findings of the board 
as set out in its judgment in the Western Rates Case, tariffs issued in compliance 
therewith might, under the circumstances above outlined, be put in on less than 
statutory notice. 

The cancellations dealt with in the present application were not changes directed 
by the board’s judgment and the order thereunder. 

In the hearing at Montreal, the railways urged that on the merits the cancella- 
tions should stand. The board, however, cannot go into the question of the merits 
until the requirements of the Act in connection with notice are complied with. In 
so far as the changes created by dropping the items in question from the tariffs 
concerned in the movement out of Winnipeg, Calgary and Vancouver, already referred 
to, are concerned the situation is that on account of lack of statutory notice the 
cancellations are non-effective. As to the tarifts from Port Arthur westward, and from 
points east of Port Arthur to Port Arthur and west thereof, there has been statutory 
notice. The hitherto existing arrangement as to the points already referred to, where 
insufficient notice has been given, should forthwith be reinstalled. And until the 
requirements as to notice are complied with, the board can express no opinion as to 
the justifiability or otherwise of the cancellations in question. 

It is true that as to Port Arthur and as to the movements from points east 
thereof, provision has been made for proper statutory notice. To interfere with 
these tariffs in so far as the cancellations are concerned may seem to be a hardship 
on the railways. But the situation is that to so continue them would work a 
discrimination against these points by depriving them of the mixing privileges which » 
the railways have not, by their non-compliance with the requirements as to notice set 
out in the Railway Act, taken away from the other points referred to. 

In so far as Port Arthur is concerned, the cancellations should be disallowed and 
the arrangement reinstated. As to the movement from points east of Port Arthur to 
Port Arthur and points west thereof, the cancellations should be suspended, In this 
way, the whole matter may, if need be, be gone into on its merits, when the require- 
ments as to notice are complied with. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred. 

Order in accordance with the judgment issued. Cae 

Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, October 14, 1914. 
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The second sentence of the second paragraph of page 2 of the judgment in this 
matter rendered September 30, 1914, reads as follows:— 


“ There is contained in the classification a special provision whereby in the 
case of native wines, native methylated spirits, and native spirits of alcohol, etc., 
on a movement of 4th and 5th class articles in the same car, the articles are 
allowed to mix on their respective ratings.” 


The sentence as given in the judgment was put in a condensed way and omitted 
the words “also lime fruit juice,” which appear in item 18 on page 106 of the classi- 
fication. 

Representations have been made by Messrs. Walsh and Tilston that the use of the 
adjective “native” in connection with methylated spirits and spirits of alcohol, etc., 
unduly limited the scope of what was intended by the item. 

While the classification is, in my opinion, as worded, open to the construction 
which I placed upon it, I find that the chairman of the Advisory Committee of the 
Canadian Freight Association has it as his understanding that the words “ lime fruit 
juice, methylated spirits and spirits of alcohol” mentioned in the item are given the 
same treatment therein, irrespective of whether they are of native or foreign manufac- 
ture. This is in agreement with the position taken by Messrs. Walsh and Tilston. 

Tn view of the understanding which has arisen and the request for a ruling on the 
matter, it appears, in view of the interpretation which both the railways and the ship- 
pers place on the item in question, that the paragraph in item 18 of page 106, which — 
reads as follows: “Native, also lime fruit juice, methylated spirits and spirits of 
alcohol” is to be read as stating that the same treatment is given under this item to 
lime fruit juice, methylated spirits and spirits of alcohol, regardless of whether they 
are of native or foreion 997 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred. 


DENHOLM DRAINAGE, UNDER GUELPH AND GODERICH RAILWAY. 


Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr, October 5, 1914. 


John Denholm has complained to the board that the construction of the Goderich 
branch of the Canadian Pacific Railway has deprived him of the proper use of a por- 
tion of his farm, on lots 27 and 28, concession 4, in the township of Hullett, because of | 
the lack of proper facilities of drainage under the railway. The matter has been taken 
up by correspondence with the complainant and the railway company ; and, the assist- 
ant chief engineer of the board, Mr. Simmons, having made an inspection on the 
ground, reports that: “There is no doubt but that the pipe which is at mileage 96-85 
should be lowered about 18 inches.” 

Some months ago, accompanied by a representative of the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way Company and Mr. Denholm, I made an inspection of the property in question. 
A part of Mr. Denholm’s farm on the north of the railway track which is low lying 
land cannot be used for agricultural purposes because the pipe carrying the drainage 
under the railway company’s tracks is not low enough; as, our engineer says this pip 
should be placed 18 inches lower than it now is. Tf this change was made in the cul 
vert, Mr. Denholm’s low land could be drained and made suitable for agricultura 
purposes. It is estimated that the cost of lowering the pipe which carried the drain 
under the railway would be in the vicinity of $200. The only question is, whether th 
drainage should be done at the expense of the railway company, or Mr. Denholm. 

Under section 250 of the Railway Act, the obligation is clearly placed upon th 
railway company to do just such work as is now required by Mr. Denholm. 

It is contended by the railway company that in the conveyance to its successors 
title, the Guelph and Goderich Railway Company, of the right of way through t. 
Denholm farm from Mr. Denholm’s predecessors in title, that the company is reliev 
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from any responsibility in this matter. The language of the clause in the conveyance 
in question is as follows: 


“ And this indenture further witnesseth that the said price or sum includes 
compensation to the party of the third part (the land owner), his heirs, executors, 
administrators and assigns, for all damages which may be sustained by the said 
party of the third part or any of them by reason of the exercise upon the said 
lands hereby conveyed of the powers of the party of the second part as a railway 
company, or any of them.” 


There is nothing in the conveyance with reference to the question of drainage; 
nor, is there anything to show that it was the intention of the parties to permit the 
railway company to contract itself outside the provisions of the Railway Act; if indeed 
it were possible for it to do so. 

Paragraph b, of subsection 2, of section 250 of the Railway Act states that when- 
ever a land owner desires to obtain means of drainage under the railway, the board 
may order the company to construct such drainage, and may use its discretion upon 
what terms and conditions the work shall be done. 

If the railway was not there, Mr. Denholm could easily drain his land. The exist- 
ence of the railway prevents him from doing so. The language of the Act is quite 
clear; and, I do not think any general clause of release from damages in a conveyance 
should relieve the railway company from the obligation placed upon it by the statute. 

An order should go for the railway company to lower the existing pipe under its 
tracks 18 inches, at its own expense, and the work should be completed within 30 days. 

Concurred in by Commissioner Goodeve. 

Reported in 17 Can. Ry. Cas. 318. 


COMPLAINT MADE BY W. J. GUEST FISH COMPANY, LIMITED, OF WINNIPEG, MANITOBA, WITH 
REGARD TO EXPRESS RATES CHARGED ON FRESH FISH IN CARLOAD LOTS FROM VANCOUVER 
TO WINNIPEG. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, October 12, 1914: 


_ This complaint was heard at a sitting of the board held in Winnipeg on the 26th 
day of May, 1914. 

The company, at that time, had not had an opportunity to make its answer; but, 
for the convenience of the complainant, the case was then heard, the right being 
reserved to the company to file its answer, a copy of which was to be sent to the com- 
plainant, who would file his reply in case the company’s answer required it. 

At the hearing referred to, Mr. Douglas, who appeared for the complainant, stated: 


“This question of carload rates on fresh fish from Vancouver and New 
Westminster to Winnipeg would have been brought before your notice some 
considerable time ago, only for the fact that for 4 or 5 years: the Department 
of Marine and Fisheries have subsidized the fish dealers in Saskatchewan and 
Manitoba to the extent of one-third of the express rates. Consequently it has 
considerably reduced the laying-in cost for express service, and it made a very 
low rate for the carloads of fish being brought into Winnipeg. 

“ About four months ago, the Department of Marine and Fisheries decided 
that the development of the fish business in Winnipeg had got to such an extent 
that they were justified in withdrawing the subsidy.” 


Mr. Douglas showed that the ground on which the application was made, was that 
fresh fish consigned from Vancouver to dealers in Boston, is shipped all the way to 
Boston at a rate of $3 per 100 on the net weight of the fish; whilst the same kind of fish, 
in a car of like proportions consigned to dealers in Winnipeg, cost $2.50 per 100. 
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Mr. Douglas likewise pointed out that the Boston rate applied also to Montreal 
and Toronto, so that dealers in Montreal, Toronto, and Boston could lay fish down at 
only 50 cents a hundred more than Winnipeg dealers have to pay. 

The complainants submitted that the rate of $2.50 should be reduced to $2. 

The written statement of the Department of Marine and Fisheries was to the same 
effect, namely, that the rate on carload lots to Calgary, Regina, and Winnipeg, 1s not 
equitable when compared with the rate to Boston, Montreal, and Toronto, in view of 
the great difference in the distances. 

The department subsequently pointed out that the subsidy referred to by Mr. 
Douglas was not intended to cover carload movements. 

The company, in its reply, submits that the Boston rate is controlled by circum- 
stances and conditions that in no way affect the situation, so far as Winnipeg is con- 
cerned; that companies having lines through the United States established a blanket 
rate of $3 from Puget Sound to the principal cities in the east; and that the existing 
$3 rate from Vancouver to Boston merely meets that competition. The company also 
points out that not only have Winnipeg dealers an advantage of 50 cents in the rate as 
against Boston, but they have tree delivery service, while a charge of 15 cents per 100 
pounds is made in Boston; and that the amount of traffic moving into Winnipeg is 
inconsiderable compared with the traffic moving into Boston, the business done by the 
company last year in Winnipeg being only 18 cars as against 84 cars in Boston; while, 
for the four months of the current year, the company has handled 21 cars for Boston and 
only one car for Winnipeg. y 

The complainants in their reply to the company’s answer admit that, in quoting 
the rate from Wancouver to Boston, the express company naturally had to meet the 
competition of companies operating in the United States; but they contend that this 
fact has no bearing whatever on the Vanecouver-Montreal, or Vancouver-Toronto rate; 
and that, while 15 cents per 100 extra may be charged for some of the deliveries in 
Boston, the deliveries in both Toronto and Montreal are free, as they are in Winnipeg. 

The complainants again insist that on the mileage basis of the $3 rate to points in 
the east, the Winnipeg rate should be much lower than it is at present. 

Tt is a well established principle that the cost of carriage, as estimated on a 
mileage haul, decreased in proportion to the distance carried; so no exact comparison 
can be made on which to determine the fairness of rates one way or the other merely 
on that basis. This principle applies particularly to all commodity rates, and has — 
perhaps been carried to its furthest extent in the rate on wheat moving from the pro- 
vinces to the seaboard. 

In consideration of the grain rates, many instances could be found when the rate 
per mile for the shorter distances would show a greater difference than that which is 
shown in comparing the rates in question as between Winnipeg and Boston. 

While this is so, the difference in the rates and the general tariff structure is of 
such a character as to render necessary a careful survey of the situation. For 
example: The rate to Calgary is the same as the rate to Winnipeg. The mileage calcu- 
Jation is more favourable to Calgary compared with Winnipeg, than it is to Winnipeg © 
compared with Toronto. 

Tf there is any hardship resulting from the present rate schedule, it is manifest that 
the dealer in Calgary has as great a grievance as the dealer in Winnipeg. The fact is” 
that this scale has not been built up on a mileage basis at all. 

To illustrate how far removed the rates in question are from mileage rates, it may 
be noted that the Vancouver-Winnipeg rate on merchandise, permitted under the 
board’s judgment, delivered in the original express inquiry—the only express rate 
based on mileage—was $7.25; and, in the judgment -recently delivered, this rate was 
reduced to $6. 

The board has also, however, dealt with the tariff known as scale “ N ” which is a 
tariff based on the mileage tariff for merchandise and applies to specific commoditie 
among which are fish. , 
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| In the old judgment the rate under this scale, Vancouver to Winnipeg, was $5.20; 
_ this was reduced in the recent judgment to $4.20. 

The fact is beyond all dispute that the special $3 Vancouver-Boston rate has 

nothing whatever to do with mileage, and while it may have been put in in the first 
instance only for railway competitive reasons, is also a rate which makes it possible for 
the catch on the Pacific to be marketed in the east. 
The situation in Canada is exactly the same as it is in the United States. The 
competition on the Atlantic coast not only of carriers but probably to a greater extent 
the competition of rival products has determined the initial rate, and rates to inter- 
mediate points have been fixed under the blanketing system, with the result that the 
Toronto rate is the same as that to Buffalo and Detroit; and with the further result 
that the Winnipeg rate is the same as the rate to St. Paul, Minneapolis, and Duluth. 
| The Vancouver-Boston rate is admitted to be competitive but the American rate 
to Buffalo in turn, in any event, controls the Toronto situation. Toronto and Buffalo 
are in contiguous territories and take, under the tariffs of the American Express Com- 
‘panies, a similar rating necessitating a similar or lower rate by the Dominion Express 
Company. 

Taking the Vancouver-Winnipeg rate by itself, it cannot be said that the charge 
is an unfair charge for the services rendered. The complaint, if sustainable at all, is 
only sustainable under the discriminatory clauses. 

The usual ratio that express charges bear to first class freight rates exceeds two 
to one. In fact the express rate is more often three to\one. The express service is 
much more expensive. The goods are carried by fast passenger train instead of by a 
slow freight; they receive personal attention and supervision by the company, and 
include wagon service at both ends, although I do not suppose that any wagon service 
is necessary to be performed in Vancouver in this case. 

| The Vancouver-Winnipeg freight rate, car lots, is $1.25, with a minimum of 
24,000 pounds the rate complained of is $2.50 with a minimum or 20,000 pounds. 

If the movement was to be considered not having regard to a freight car lot rate, 
put as express is usually considered with reference to the first-class freight rate, it 
would be found that this rate is 50 cents per hundred cheaper than the first-class rate 
from Vancouver to Winnipeg, which is $3. 

The fish has to be carried in containers and on ice and it has been calculated that 
the additional weight represented by the containers and the ice brings the weight of 
20,000 pounds at which the rate is charged, to 32,000 pounds, so that, as a matter of 
fact, the company has to carry 38 per cent more weight than it is paid for. These 
talculations are probably more approximations than actual, but there is no doubt that 
‘he handling of fish does entail the carriage of a considerable extra weight. 

On the question of discrimination, I am of the opinion that it is impossible to 
iay that the Winnipeg dealer is injured owing to the fact that the rate to Toronto is 
00 low. The Winnipeg fish dealer is not in competition with the Toronto dealer nor 
8 the Winnipeg fish market in any way affected by the local Toronto market. If the 
ate to Toronto were raised there would be no advantage to the Winnipeg dealer. 
’robably the movement of fish from the Pacific to Toronto would be prejudicially 
ffected, as fresh fish from the west. to Toronto enters into direct competition with 
sh moving from the Atlantic, as well as fish caught in the Great Lakes. For the 
ame reasons it cannot be said that the dealer in Calgary is injured by reason of the 
act that the dealer in Winnipeg, on the local haul, gets the same rate as himself. In 
Vinnipeg, again, there is an effective local competition in fish, the yearly product 
1 white fish from Lake Manitoba amounting during the fiscal year ending March 31, 
13, to over 3,000,000 pounds. 

Over and above all this, the traffic under consideration will probably at an early 
ate travel at least to some extent by another route. 

The fishing grounds of the Pacific are contiguous to Prince Rupert and 450 miles 
Way, approximately, from Vancouver. 
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The Canadian Express Company, operating from Prince Rupert, has, since the 
hearing, received at Prince Rupert 16 carloads of fish for eastern points via Winnipeg. 

Tt is reasonable to suppose that, with the elimination of the water carriage of 450 
miles, the cost of fish f.o.b. cars at Prince Rupert should be materially less than the 
eost which has hitherto obtained at Vancouver. 

I do not think that the rate can be interfered with. 

Concurred in by Commissioner Goodeve. 


THE ERIE AND ONTARIO RAILWAY COMPANY CROSSING OVER THE RIGHT OF WAY OF THE NIAGARA, 
ST. CATHARINES AND TORONTO RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Judgement, Mr. Commissioner McLran, October 17, 1914. 


The Erie and Ontario Railway Company relies in support of its contention that 
priority of construction, not of approval of location, should govern, on 


Canadian Northern Railway Company v. Canadian Pacific Railway Company, 11 
Can. Ry. Cas., 482. 


Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company v. Canadian Pacific Railway Company, 7 
Can. Ry. Cas., 299. 


Tn the former of these cases no question of title, such as is raised in the present appli- 
cation, was before the board. In the latter, which is known as the Nokomis Crossing 
Case, two factors were involved, title and priority of construction. The judgment held, 
at p. 301, that the Canadian Pacific having constructed in accordance with the terms 
of its enabling legislation was entitled to a grant covering its roadbed, and that the 
producion by the Grand Trunk Pacific of a subsequent Crown grant in no way 
curtailed the rights of ownership the Canadian Pacific had acquired under prior 
legislation. It is within the reasoning of the judgment that where title was alleged 
title was fundamental, and that priority of construction simply emphasized the rights 
flowing from ownership. , 

The title in the present case is in the Toronto and Niagara Power Company. The 
Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway Company has a right of way on the 
property of the Power Company. While the title is in the Power Company, the 
relations between it and the railway are such that the latter has a guarantee of the 
integrity of its right of way, which while falling short of absolute title savours 
of the attributes of title. Under this condition, the railway falls within the position 
taken in regard to seniority of title in the Nokomis Crossing Case, and should be 
treated accordingly. 


APPLICATION OF THE CITY OF MONTREAL TO OPEN CERTAIN STREETS IN LONGUE POINTE WARD, 
OVER THE TRACKS OF THE CANADIAN NORTHERN QUEBEC RAILWAY. 


Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr, October 19, 1914: 


At the hearing the railway company admitted that it thought Hector and Des 
Ormeaux streets might be opened. Recently Mr. Commissioner McLean and I who 
heard this matter at a sittings in Montreal, visited the, different crossings applied for. 
We agree with the railway company that both Hector and Des Ormeaux streets should 
be opened. 

Dealing with the other crossings applied for, commencing at the east. As Contre- 
cceeur street is only about 200 feet away from Hector street there is no necessity in 
opening that highway across the railway. De Rocheblave is the next street east from 
Des Ormeaux. As the latter street is to be opened there is no necessity for De Roche" 
blave being opened as it is only about 200 feet away. The next four streets west: 
from Des Ormeaux in their order are, Azilda, Baldwin, Lebrun and Mercier. The* 
first three have considerable settlement north of the tracks. There is a highway parallel | 
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to the tracks and adjoining them on the north, and another highway parallel to the 
_ tracks on the south so that it is easy to get from one street to another. It is unfor- 
_tunate that these streets which are at right angles to the railway are so close to each 
other. There is not more than 250 feet space from one street to another; and, between 
some it is considerably less than this. The territory north of the railway at this section 
is growing fast and there is evidence that a considerable population will be found 
there in the near future. Undoubtedly, protection will be required at some future date 
at some of these highway crossings. . The fact that the tracks of two companies would 
have to be crossed increases the danger. The policy of the board when ordering pro- 
tection at a highway crossing is to place more of the cost of protection on a municipality 
where its highway is junior to the railway company than where the highway is senior. 

In the present case therefore, the expense which may be put upon the municipality 
in the future should be borne in mind. 

Considering all these matters, it seems to me that the interests of the publie will 
be best served if none but absolutely necessary crossings over the railway are permitted. 
I would suggest that the crossing of Baldwin street be allowed; but that of Azilda on 
the east and Lebrun on the west be refused. Baldwin street is now being paved and 
because of its location it is the best one to be opened over the tracks. The railway 
company have a team track across Baldwin street which will either have to be 
removed from that street or a provision made for preventing cars from being left upon 
it which will block the view of the crossing. The railway company should carefully 
consider this matter and submit to the board a statement of what it is prepared to do. 

As far as Mercier street is concerned, there is not the same population to the 
north of the tracks on this street, and at present we see no necessity for it to be 
opened across the tracks of the railway. 

An order should therefore go granting the municipality’s application for the open- 
ing of Hector, Des Ormeaux, and Baldwin streets across the railway, and refusing its 
application in the case of the other streets mentioned. The railway company should 
also show cause within 80 days, why an order should not go for the removal of its team 
track across Baldwin street, or for some provision which will insure a good view of the 
railway line at all times at that crossing. 

Commissioner McLean concurred. 

Ordered accordingly. 


APPLICATION TOWN OF VICTORIAVILLE, QUE., 7€ EXTENSION OF ALBERT STREET OVER G.T.R. 
TRACKS. 


Judgment, Commissioner McLran, October 20, 1914. 
The proposed crossing on Albert street produced would cross hoth legs of the 
Grand Trunk wye. A suggestion was made that by means of a diversion which 
_ would cross the tracks about the tail of the wye and connect with rue Coté, which is 
marked on the plan as not being opened, what was desired by the municipality might 
be obtained. To work out the diversion in question, it would be necessary to take part 
of the land belonging to the religious organization of the Sacred Heart. It is 
contended by the solicitor for the municipality that, under the laws of Quebec, this 
cannot be done; and his position is not, after consideration, controverted by the 
‘solicitor of the railway company. 
: It is stated that the town is growing east of the tracks and that this crossing ne 
therefore, necessary. It is also stated that it would be an advantage to have such a 
- rossing, as it would facilitate the movement of cattle to the stockyards; and that it 
would be preferable to have cattle moved across the proposed point of crossing rather 
than to have them travel along the highway of the main street, as at present. The 
two tracks which would have to be crossed if the crossing were granted are 160 feet 
apart. Two hundred and forty feet in all of the right of way of the railway would 
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have to be traversed at the proposed crossing. It certainly would be a very unsatis- 
factory crossing for driving cattle over, because of the opportunity that would be 
afforded to the cattle to scatter on the right of way, and with even a slight movement 
of train traffic this would be dangerous. Nothing was adduced in evidence as to the 
amount of pedestrian or vehicular traffic that might be expected to cross over at the 
point in question: It is apparent that to travel 240 feet of the right of way of the 
railway would be unsatisfactory and would have decided elements of danger. The 
situation is one which, on account of the layout, would be very difficult to look after 
with adequate protective devices. 

While, no doubt, the existing way of getting across the track has inconveniences 
attached to it, to grant the crossing at the point asked for is not justifiable from the 
standpoint of public safety. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, concurred. 

Order refusing application, issued. 


COMPLAINT OF THE RIVERSIDE LUMBER COMPANY, LIMITED, CALGARY, ALTA., T@ RATES CHARGED 
BY THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY ON ITS WEYBURN-LETHBRIDGE BRANCH 
FROM VICEROY TO ASSINIBOIA. 


Judgment, Commissioner McLean, October 26, 1914. 


Complaint is made that while Order 18381 of December 28, 1912, provided for 
the opening for the carriage of traffic of the portion of the Weyburn-Lethbridge line 
lying between Viceroy and Assiniboia, such portion of the line so opened being subject 
to a speed limitation, the special lumber tariffs from coast and interior mills were not 
applicable to these points until August 25, 19138. 

The application for opening for traffic between the’ points in question was dated 
December 23, 1912, and was supported by the affidavit which is required under sub- 
section 2 of section 261. It was set out in the application that “that portion of the 
Weyburn-Lethbridge branch from Viceroy, mile 75-85, to Assiniboia, mile 112, is 
sufficiently completed for the safe carriage of traffic and ready for inspection.” It 
may be noted that the affidavit submitted states that the line is “sufficiently com- 
pleted for the safe carrying of passengers and ready for inspection.” The applica- 
tion, however, was treated as one for the carriage of traffic in general. 

' The report of the board’s engineer, dated December 24, found that the road was 
in shape for opening for traffic, and following thereafter Order 18381 already referred 
to was issued, the provisions for speed being limited to 20 miles an hour between 


* Pe . . . be 
mileage 75:85 and mile 102, and 15 miles an hour between mileage 102 and mileage ~ 


112. 


While the order as issued provided for the carriage of traffic subject to no limita- 
tion other than that for speed, it appears from a communication from the Verwood 


Board of Trade that the line had not been taken over by the operating department. — 


When the railway company’s attention was drawn to this, it stated that when Order 
18381 was applied for it was not the intention to have the operating department take 


YAS Hi ny 


over the line, it being intended simply to give a temporary service to serve the people — 
of the district. The same position was reiterated in the railway company’s letter of S 


March 3, 1913, it being there stated that the reason why the line had not actually 


been taken over by the operating department west of Viceroy was that it was not in — 


good enough condition to stand regular service, and that in order to accommodate 


settlers the company agreed to bring in supplies for them on construction trains; and 
the following language was used: 


“Tt seems to me that the company is taking the proper course in giving 


ogee 


additional service on this line rather than they should refrain from making — 


any application to the board until the line was so far completed as to be 
capable of sustaining a regular freight and passenger service.” 


4 


1 


« 
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_ Additional complaints were received regarding the service afforded, special 


reference being made to passenger service. In the month of June, 1913, a daily 
passenger service was installed. 
_ As has been noted, the railway company took the position that it could only give 
a limited service, and that it was not feasible to operate this service under any other 
department than the construction department. The application, however, as has been 
indicated, was made under section 261 of the Act; and when the railway was asked 
by the board, under date of June 24, when it intended to apply for an order granting 
leave under section 261 of the Act, it replied that in its opinion the order already 
obtained covered this. Following this, on application of the railway company, Order 
19776 of July 8, 1913, was issued removing the speed limitation. 

The history has been summarized because of its bearing upon the tariff situation. 

It appears that until after the issuance of Order 19776 of July 8, 1913, the rail- 
way was operated by the construction department. The question of construction 
tarifis, that is to say, tariffs charged during the period of construction, before a line 
is opened for traffic, was dealt with in Baker, Reynolds & Co., vs. Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company 10 Can. Ry. Cas. 151. It was pled there that these construction 
tarifis were a public convenience, and that since the operation of the line on which the 
tariff was applicable had not been authorized by the board when the construction 
tariffs were issued, it would have been useless to file them as the board would have 
no authority to approve them. It was held, however, by the board that the tolls 
charged under construction tariffs were illegal; that under section 261 of the Railway 
Act, no railway or portion thereof, without the leave of the board, could be opened for 
the carriage of traffic, other than for the purposes of construction of the railway; 
that under section 327 of the Railway Act, standard freight tariffs must be filed; and 
‘subsection 4 of that section prohibits the company from charging any toll until the 
‘provisions of the section have been complied with. 
| While it was contended that it was necessary to operate the mileage now before 
the board under the construction department, it was brought within the scope of 
section 261. 
| It is the practice of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to make provision 
‘in advance for sufficient standard mileage so that when a line is opened for traffic the 
standard rates apply automatically. In the present instance, the situation was that 
as soon as the road was opened for traffic the standard tariffs applied, although the 
operation was in the hands of the construction department. 
_ The stations on the branch from Viceroy to Assiniboia were first published in 
‘the Official Mileage Table of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on May 29, 
1913, there being added the following notation: “Carload shipments will be handled 
at the convenience of the construction department.” As has been noted, the speed 
‘limitation was removed on July 8, 1913, and effective August 25, 1913, the company 
published notice that these stations would be included in their various mileage tariffs; 
“also, effective same date, they issued a supplement to their lumber tariff from coast 
and interior mills to include these points. This date, August 25, is stated by the 
company to be the date on which the line was formally opened for traffic; that is to 
say, the day on which the operating department formally took hold of the carriage of 
freight. } 
‘s The distinction between the construction and operating departments, on which so 
much stress has been laid by the railway company, does not appear to be of moment. 
What is of importance, regardless of how the traffic was handled, is whether the 
provisions of the Railway Act in regard to tolls have been complied with. 
ae ‘The applicants express the opinion that if tariffs had been published in accordance 
gee the board’s Order No. 18381, shippers would not have been charged the difference 
between the traffic handled under construction rates and the rates called for by the 
Tumber tariff. As has been indicated, the construction rates referred to are in this 
Nh 
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case the rates of the standard tariffs. Order No. 18381, however, made no provision 
as to the rates to be charged. It is not the practice to make any such provision in 
an order issuing as this did under section 261 of the Railway Act. As a condition 


precedent to the issuance of such an order, the board satisfies itself that the mileage — 


to be opened is covered by standard tariffs. Standard tariffs existed for the mileage 
here referred to; so, in so far as compliance with section 327 of the Railway Act is 
concerned, the railway company was within the statute. 

In general, rates under the lumber tariffs which are involved in the present case 
were put in force a short time after the opening of the road for traffic. Some 
examples may be given: On the Shaunavon sub-division, the road was opened for 
traffic on May 1, 1914; the lumber rates were filed May 5. In the case of the forward 
sub-division, the opening of the road and the filing of rates took place on the same 
date, viz.: August 25, 1913. In the case of the Neptune sub-division and the Lensford 
subdivision, the opening of the road and the filing of the rates also took place on the 
same date. In the case of Sterling subdivision, the opening of the road took place on 
December 2, 1913, and the rates were filed on February 17, 1914. In the case of the 
Suffield subdivision, stations Armilgra to Retlaw, inclusive, the road was opened on 
December 6, 1913, and the rates were filed January 30, 1914. In the case of the 
Boissevain subdivision, the road was opened December 26, 1913, and the rates were 
filed January 2, 1914. 


| 
; 


4 


There is not, then, a violation of rates prescribed by the board or a refusal to put | 


in rates so ordered. . 
The situation as to the lumber rates requires some further consideration. These 
rates are special mileage rates, which, within their territory are of general applic- 


ability, and do not vary from one portion of such territory to another with differences © 


in the condition of the traffic or of the cost of operation. As to the portion of railway 
concerned in the present application, the situation is that the lumber rates which were 


at the same time in force on other lines were not put in force here until August 25, 
1913. 


Does the fact that the mileage in question was operated under the construction 


department differentiate this mileage from the mileage comprised in other portions of 
the system and operated by the operating department? Manifestly not. A railway, or 
portion thereof. is either, on the one hand, not open for traffic, or, on the other hand, 
it is, under section 261, either open for traffic or given leave to carry traffic. There is 
no half-way house recognized by the statute; and the order opening the mileage in 
question puts it in the same position as any other section of the mileage, if the ques- 
tion of discrimination arises. 

The railway company has spoken of the difficulties attaching to a temporary ser- 
vice afforded by the construction department. The attempt of the railway company 
to give a service at the earliest possible moment is laudable. But the praiseworthiness 
of the attempt affords the board no justification for enlarging the statute. 

In the matter of the complaint made by J. W. Lenhart of Mazenod, Sask., File 
24688, which was decided on July 20, 1914, the situation developed that the Canadian 
Northern Railway Company had omitted to give a town tariff from Regina to Mazenod, 
although it is within Regina’s distributing radius. The railway company had included 
in the Regina town tariff Avonlea and other points on the Moosejaw-Rodney line. i 
had also covered the line from Radcliffe to Bengough, that is to say, in the case of 
these town tariff rates which were of general applicability within Regina’s distributing 
radius, Mazenod had not been given the same treatment as other points. 

In the present case, the situation is that an unreasonably long time was allowed to 
elapse before the special lumber rates, which were of general applicability, were made 
applicable to the mileage in question. The road being opened for traffic, this delay in 
installing the rates created an unjust discrimination. This is as far, however, as the 
declaration can go. The board has no power to direct refunds. The rates complained 
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of as discriminatory have been removed, and with them the cause of complaint has 
also been removed. 
Coneurred in by Chief Commissioner Drayton. 


APPLICATION OF THE TOWN OF LISTOWEL FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF AN INTERCHANGE TRACK 
AT THAT POINT, BETWEEN THE C.P.R. AND THE G.T.R. 


Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr, October 26, 1914. 


This is the second time the town of Listowel has applied to the board for the con- 
struction of an interchange track between the Canadian Pacific Railway and the Grand 
Trunk Railway. 

The first application, which was made in 1908, was dismissed by order of the 
Board No. 6673, dated March 26, 1909. The last paragraph of that order reserved to 
the applicant leave to renew its application at any time if a change in the conditions 
and circumstances rendered necessary a physical connection between the two railways 
at Listowel. 

The Canadian Pacific Railway station at Listowel was opened for traffic on July 
1,1908. In a statement which they submitted to the board on the first application, the 
traffic up to December 8, 1908, showed 57 carloads received. In the year 1913, it 
appears, from the Canadian Pacific Railway statement in the present case that 250 
carloads were received over that company’s lines at Listowel. Traffic to and from 
Listowel has undoubtedly increased in recent years; but, the chief circumstance, which 
was not before the board on the first application and which the town now urges as a 
_ Teason why its present application should be granted is, that the well known food pro- 
duce concern of Libby, McNeill & Libby has intimated to the municipality that it will 
_ establish a branch of its business in Listowel if interchange between the two railway 
_ companies at Listowel is established. 

From a statement submitted to the board by his worship the mayor, it appears 
| that in the year 1913, 790 carloads of traffic were handled by thirteen concerns in 
Listowel. Of this number 531 came from points that were served by both the railways, 
_ and 87 cars were teamed to consignee’s premises because of lack of interchange facili- 
_ ties at Listowel. 

Each railway company has an industrial track at Listowel upon which a number of 
industries have been located; and, while the industrial track is common to several 
| different industries no difficulty appears to have arisen with regard to the placing or 
| Yemoving of cars at the different factories. The industrial tracks may really be con- 
sidered as the private sidings of the different industries they serve. Teams are some- 
times loaded or unloaded at cars placed on these industrial tracks; but, that is merely an 
“Incidental use of the tracks as they are not really team tracks at all. 

Were it not for the contemplated establishment of a factory of the Libby, McNeill 
~& Libby concern at Listowel the board would hardly be justified on the existing 
traffic in granting this application; but, if this food produce concern establishes the 
factory at Listowel, it is contended that it will at least ship 500 cars; and that, that 
/ Increase in the traffic would warrant the establishment of an interchange. 

Lf At the hearing it was made quite clear that the Libby concern had refused to 
establish its factory at a place where it could be served by both railways by private sid- 
, ing, because the location was not a suitable one for its purposes. ‘The site decided 
) upon by the Libby Company is adjoining the Grand Trunk. This site possesses special 
advantage with regard to water, drainage and facilities for the delivery of milk at the 
factory. The Libby Company refuses to establish in Listowel unless it is to have the 
advantage of interchange as it contemplates large carload shipments to exclusive points 
on each railway. d : ‘ 
With regard to the physical conditions respecting the constructing of interchange 
tracks; the board has had the benefit of a report from its engineer which states that at 


a a 


206 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 
6 GEORGE V, A. 191 


a point near Reserve street where the tracks of the two companies parallel each othe 
an interchange track could be easily constructed at a reasonable cost. ; 
The town is most anxious to have this interchange constructed, because it believes 
that the establishment of the Libby, McNeill & Libby concern in Listowel will be of 
very great benefit to the town. } | 
T think we might grant the application, on the condition that the interchange 
track was not to be constructed until the Libby factory was erected; and, on the fur- 
ther condition that the town contribute one-third of the cost of the installation of the 
interchange. The balance to be divided equally between the two railway companies. 
When the interchange is established, the general interswitching order of the board 


will apply to all movements to or from the Industrial tracks of the two railway com- 


panies mentioned above. 
Commissioner McLean concurred. 
Order in accordance with judgment, issued. 


APPLICATION OF THE HEPWORTH SILICA PRESSED BRICK COMPANY, LIMITED, OF HEPWORTH, 


ONTARIO, FOR AN ORDER DIRECTING THE GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY TO CONSTRUCT 
A SPUR TO THE PREMISES OF THE APPLICANT COMPANY AT HEPWORTH, ONTARIO, AND 
COMPLAINT AGAINST THE SWITCHING CHARGE or $2 PER CAR PROPOSED TO BE CHARGED 


BY THE GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, October 28, 1914: 


During the course of the hearing, the railway company contended that a rate of 
$2 per ear should be allowed for all cars moved over the switch in question, and 
argued that, in the absence of such rate, no rebate could be ordered by the board as 
contemplated by section 226, owing to the fact that there would be no fund out of 
which the rebate could be paid. At the close of the hearing, my judgment, delivered 
in brief, was as follows: 

“As I have said, we do not think—perhaps entirely incorrectly, as you 
submit, Mr. Chisholm—that we can deal with’ the general question which yot 
really are raising, on a single issue of this kind.” 

“Tt would be entirely unfair to start out with a peculiar charge, a ne¥ 
charge as against this particular industry, which has shown no material whiel 
is not really challenged by the railway company, that it is entitled to a switel 
under the provisions of section 226 of the Act. Tf we did that, we would bi 
according one class of treatment to the rest of the people engaged in the briel 
business and another to this company.” 

“On the other hand, nothing which we will do to-day will have anythin} 
to do, one way or the other, on a proper application, to prejudice your railwa; 
in asking that it shall be allowed a proper switching charge having regard t 
the length of this particular switch.” 

“We, therefore, think that an order should be made under section 22€ 
of the Act, that is, the section under which we can compel the construction 
and that order, Mr. Walsh, is not an order which deals with the whole cost 6 
construction. In the forced section, that is the only order we can make.” 

“ An order will, therefore, go for the construction under section 226, ‘wit 
a further modification of the terms which the parties have said were discussed 
the question as to refund is a matter entirely for the board under that section 
This is a comparatively long switch. The traffic moving takes a low rate, § 
that, under the circumstances, instead of asking the railway company to rebat 
at the rate of $2 per car, the company will rebate at the rate of $1 per car.” 


In view of the importance of the issue, fuller reasons for the action of the boar 
should now be given. ae 


. 


wi 
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From this, it will be noted that the duty of placing cars and moving them upon and 
from private sidings is placed upon the railway company. 


¥, 
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The clause under consideration, subsection 3 of section 226, first appeared in 
the Railway Act, 1903, as section 176, subsection 2. Before the legislation many 
sidings of the character in question had been installed as matters of agreement 
between the railway companies and shippers interested. While there may be isolated 
cases which have been overlooked by the traffic department, the department reports that 
the tolls which were invariably charged were tolls based upon the transportation 
service as a whole, without any attempt in any case being made to collect a charge 
for the so-claimed additional railway service. 

The railway practice and the service afforded shippers at the time the legislation 
in question was enacted, required the construction and operation by companies of 
freight spurs, sheds, and team tracks, as well as the breaking-up and sorting yards 
adjacent to the respective terminals. In so far as the breaking-up and sorting yards 
are concerned, these were necessary for the work of the railway, apart entirely from 
any direct service to shippers, who, spéaking generally, have no access to them either 
for loading or unloading at such points. The cars being segregated, they are dis- 
tributed to different points at the terminal to which they are ordered—some of them 
to team tracks, some to industrial tracks, and others to freight sheds or stock yards. 
Team tracks and freight sheds have to be provided and maintained by railway com- 
panies as part of the necessary facilities they are bound to provide, and they must 
be reasonably adequate and sufficient. The industrial tracks are in effect substitutes 
for team tracks in so far as the heavier classes of merchandise are concerned, and 
they take the place of freight-shed accommodation for the higher grades of merchan- 
dise, Their installation, laid as they are upon the property of the shipper, is, therefore, 
in ease of the public team tracks and freight-shed accommodation. Their operation 
does not of necessity constitute any additional railway service. Apart entirely from 
the saving that results to the company from its being able to use its own facilities for 


the purpose of other business, in some cases the actual mechanical operation is cheaper, 


while in others, of course, owing to the length of the spur, it would be more expensive 
unless the shorter haul was accompanied with more switching movements. In the 
same way, the handling of business within a terminal entirely on company-owned 
facilities varies very much. The Montreal and Toronto terminals cover in their 


switching area many miles of track. Some deliveries mean a great deal of switching 


and engine work, while others are attended with a very small cost. In Ottawa, for 
example, the Grand Trunk has its freight yard and some of its public team tracks at 
Elgin street. In a movement from Montreal consigned to the Eddy Company, the car 
must, in the first instance, be taken to this yard and afterwards shipped to the com- 


ypany’s public team delivery tracks adjacent to the Eddy works, involving an extra 


movement of over two miles at the same toll as in the case of a delivery at Elgin street. 
The switch in question is shown on the plan to be 4,200 feet in length. 


Subsection 2 of section 284 is as follows :— 
“Such adequate and suitable accommodation, shall include reasonable facili- 
“ties for the junction of private sidings or private branch railways with any 
“railway belonging to or worked by the company, and reasonable facilities for 
“receiving, forwarding, and delivering traffic upon and from those sidings or 
“private branch railways, together with the placing of cars and moving them 
“upon and from such private sidings and private branch railways.” 


It has been held in England that it is only a reasonable facility, that a company 
should be willing to run over a portion of a foreign line to collect traffic where such line 
has been conveniently planned for its access to it, and where the company has no reserve 


__ line of its own; and where traders had laid down sidings adjoining a railway company’s 


line and had made junctions with that line, with the approval of the company’s 
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engineer, the commissioners considered that, after they had brought their trucks (sic, — 


cars), as near to the main line as they could with safety, and had arranged them in 
proper order, they were entitled to have them taken off by the company without extra 
payment. The English practice, however, does not seem to be a matter of much 
importance, owing to the fact that it is based upon an entirely different statute. In 
England, the cost of the industrial siding does not appear to be repaid; in place of this, 


the shipper is entitled to receive an allowance or rebate on the traffic moving over his — 


siding, because the railway company does not, in that instance, provide station 
accommodation or perform terminal services (57 & 58 Victoria, chapter 54, section 4.) 

There is not much difficulty in arriving at the amount of the rebate to be allowed, 
as, under the established railway practice in England, freight rates are divided into 
two amounts; that charged for the line haul, and the sum of the station terminal rates. 

The English statute defining the obligation of the railway company as to the 
facilities to be furnished with respect to private sidings (4 Edward VII., cap. 19), 
closely follows the corresponding section in our Act (section 284, subsection 3) except 
that the statute does not in terms require the railway company to place cars upon and 
move them from a private siding. 

As to the nature of the service, reference may be had to Interstate Commerce et al. 


vs. Atchison, Topeka, and Sante Fe Railway et al. (Judgment of Supreme Court of © 


the United States delivered June 8, 1914.) 

In Canada railway companies’ tariffs include not only the line haul rate from 
destination to destination, but also cover the railway services in receiving and delivering 
merchandise at team tracks or in freight sheds expressed in a lump sum. 

The result of a special charge for working the substituted facility, which, as 


already pointed out, may or may not be more expensive, would in effect—at least in 


many instances—be a direct increase in the transportation charge. 

In the case of Grand Trunk Railway Company v. Christie, Henderson, & Co. (9 
O.R.C. 502), at the time the switch was ordered, provision was made for the payment 
of a switching charge of $3 per car. At a hearing, the railway company relied on an 
order made in the case of the Pilon spur on the Canada Atlantic Railway, and, in a 
reserved judgment delivered by the late Chief Commissioner, the Honourable Mr. 
Justice Mabee, it is stated that :— 


“When the board made the order requiring the company to put this spur 
in, a provision was made for the payment of a switching charge; but there was 
then no information furnished to the board that it had been the custom of 


the company for many years to perform the like service without making an | 


extra charge,—the law requires all to be treated alike, and it is absurd for the 
board to require Messrs. Christie, Henderson & Co. to make payments for ser- 
vices that the railway company makes no charge for at other industrial plants.” 


The length of the haul in the Pilon case was two and a half miles from the station; 


and, by a later judgment of the board, the switching charge complained of by Pilon 


was disallowed (Pilon v. Grand Trunk Railway Company, 16 C.R.C. 433). 

These decisions do not mean that railway companies are not entitled to collect the 
full mileage rate, but simply that an arbitrary charge shall not be made as against 
“A” while, under similar circumstances, no such charge is made against “B”. 

As a matter of fact, however, in the case of these comparatively outlying spurs, 
the exact mileage rate is often not of real importance. 

Brick, the merchandise manufactured by the applicants, always moves under 
commodity tariffs. Such tariffs are as a rule put in voluntarily by the railway com- 
panies, on the application of manufacturers and are made from the point of manu- 
facture to points towards which business moves in sufficient quantity to justify the 
making of special rates. 
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: Since the hearing, on June 19, the Grand Trunk Railway Company issued Supple- 
n ment 209 to C.R.C. No. E-2552, effective June 30, 1914. This tariff, among other rates, 
gave a commodity rate of 64 cents per 100 pounds on building brick (except 
enamelled or glazed) from Hepworth, where the applicant’s factory is situate, to 
- Toronto, and one of 12% cents from Hepworth to Montreal; and, on September 17, 
1914, the said company issued supplement 248 to O.R.C. No. E.-2552, giving a commo- 
dity rate of 7 cents per 100 pounds on building brick (except enamelled or glazed) 
from Hepworth to Waterloo,—the said tariff to become effective September 21, 1914. 

In voluntarily making these tariffs the railway company undoubtedly thought 
that the rates, which are but slightly related to the mileage rate, were necessary in 
order to create traffic for its lines, or else that’ in view of commodity rates already 
granted by it to other brick manufacturers, the neglect to extend them in these cases 

would constitute an unlawful discrimination. 

The result is that the railway company may be driven to attempt to make a 
special charge for services on spurs of the class in question. The merits of such a 
charge can properly be passed on only after appropriate tariffs have been filed, and 
the different interests involved have been heard by the board. 

The practice of the board, therefore, as well as the practice of the railway com- 
panies, since the section in question was enacted, is similar to the practice of the 
tailway companies before that time. The section itself reads as follows: ; 


“The aggregate amount so paid by the applicant in the construction and 
completion of the said spur or branch line shall be repaid or refunded to the 
applicant by the company by way of rebate, to be determined and fixed by the 
board, out of or in proportion to the tolls charged by the company in respect 
of the carriage of traffic for the applicant over the said spur or branch line.” 


4 
- 


The board has construed this section in the past as obligatory, and has, therefore, 
invariably orderéd refunds to be made as contemplated. These refunds have varied 
from time to time and have been based upon a percentage of the earnings, or more 
frequently upon a direct allowance per car,—a refund at the rate of $2 a car being 
perhaps the usual practice. Mr. Chisholm’s contention, if correct, would abolish all 
refunds. His argument in short is that, unless the board allows a special charge to 
be made for the carriage of traffic over the spur, in addition to that chargeable under 
the tariffs already in effect, there is no fund from which the rebate can be made. I 
have been unable to find that the point has ever before been taken. There is no 
reported case on the subject, nor have I been able to find any unreported case on the 
board’s files. The question is dealt with in McMurchy & Denison’s work on Railway 
Law, second edition, page 281, as follows :— 

" “the expense to be repaid to the owner by allowing a rebate upon the 
% freight charges due in respect of every car of freight shipped in or out upon 
the siding.” . x 


% _ Under the provisions of the Railway Act, tariffs of all railway tolls have, in the 
first instance, to be filed by the railway companies; and none covering services on a 
Private spur has yet been filed. As has already been pointed out, this practice has not 
‘obtained; a charge has not been made and was not made at the time the legislation . 
f asenacted. The result is that if the right to rebate is limited to cases where a toll 
charged for the movement on the spur, the provision as to rebate is entirely idle, 
and in-operative, and of no effect. Bound, as I am under the authorities, to give 
effect to the statute, if the wording thereof admits of such a course, I find that the 
Tight to rebate is not thus limited, and that the effect of the statute is only to limit 
rebates to freight charges due on cars which have passed over the spur in question, 
with the right to the board to order rebates either in proportion to the amount of the 
tolls charged or by a fixed charge per car. The limitation, if I may say so, is also 
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ants frequently have different methods of getting their 
d be entirely unfair to compel a railway company to 


rebate to such an industrial concern the cost of a spur which it might never use. 
T am of the opinion that the object of the statute was to compel railway com- — 
panies to furnish the facility, instead of leaving the construction of spurs entirely 


to the discretion of the companies under the section requiring them to place all 


traders on an equal basis—the basis of those already favoured; and this basis was, as 
rge for the use of the spur. — 


pointed out, not subject to any special or arbitrary cha 

While effecting this object, Parliament protected the carrier; for, if it turns out that 
there was not sufficient business to warrant the construction of a spur and that traffic 
does not move over the spur after construction the loss is on the trader and not on 


the carrier. 
Assistant 


reasonable and proper. Large pl 
produce in and out, and it woul 


> 


Chief Com. Scott and Commissioner McLean concurred. 


x 
; 
; 
t 
AN APPLICATION BY THE CITY OF FORT WILLIAM, ONT., FOR AN ORDER DIRECTING THE CANA- © 

R FROM ITS MAIN ,LINE, FORT — 


DIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY TO PROVIDE A SPU 

WILLIAM, ALONG NEEBING AVENUE, CROSSING THE GANADIAN NORTHERN RAILWAY AT ¥ 
GRADE, AND THE STREET RAILWAY AND THE HIGHWAY ON MONTREAL STREET, SO AS TO ; 
CONNECT WITH A SPUR TO INDUSTRIES OF APPLICANT. ALSO FOR AN ORDER ALLOWING z 


THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE SPUR ACROSS THE GRAND TRUNK PACIFIC BRANCH LINE ON a 


MONTREAL STREET. ‘ 
f 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, October 28, 1914. 5 
The order under which the spur in question was constructed was made on the — 
application of the city of Fort William, under sections 226 and 927 of the Act. ~ ; 


Under these circumstances, the cost of construction must be borne by the appli- 
cant. ‘The board had no jurisdiction to order construction any other way, unless upon | 
an application by the company itself under section 222. Y 

The usual estimate as to the cost of construction was made by an officer of the r 
board, his estimate calling for $4,700. This amount of money was paid into a bank 
by the applicant and the construction was proceeded with; but unfortunately the cost 
exceeded the estimate by $2,103.91. R 

The company subsequently applied to the board for an order directing the appli- | 
cant to pay to the company the said sum of $2,103.91; and judgment was reserved, in - 
order that the whole question might be looked into carefully by the board’s engineers. — 
An engineer has since reported that the amount charged for the work done is reasonable 
and should be paid. 5 

The result is, of course, unfortunate. An estimate deliberately made should 
always if possible cover the ultimate cost of construction. At the same time, it is just 
as important to an applicant that the estimate should not be over as that it should not 
be under the probable cost. If, in order to be on the safe side, an estimate is made 
much in excess of the actual cost, the difficulty of obtaining a desired facility is 
aggravated. - | 

In this particular case, the estimate was only for the cost of the construction : 
the spur. It was entirely an estimate of that construction, apart from the interlocker 


protection which it has been found necessary to install. i 


It may be said that, in the first instance, the estimate should have covered the 
cost of necessary protection, even though at that time no interlocker had actually been 
ordered. Possibly so; but it may be added that the applicant has not been damaged 
by not Knowing that the work, so necessary and important to it, would cost upwards 
of $7,000, instead of $4,700; and it is proper to observe that it has saved some interes 
on the extra money required. . i 5 

Further, it may be noted that, under the section, the estimate is merely an esti- 
mate; it does not fix the ultimate ability of the parties, one way or the other. Tf i 
is excessive, the applicant gets a refund. If, on the other hand, for some special reaso 


? ! 
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_ as in this case, or if, during the course of construction the discovery of a quicksand pit 
or anything of that character prove the estimate to be entirely too small, the liability 
_of the applicant still exists. The scheme of the statute is that the cost of the indus- 
trial spur which the applicant desires shall, in the first instance, be thrown upon him, 
: and not upon the company; and the order in this case, as in all such cases, provides 
_ that if any dispute arises as to the construction or operation of the spur, or as to the 
expense thereof, the dispute shall be referred to the board; and that, in the event of 
_ the work costing more or less than the sum estimated, the difference shal] be adjusted 
_ by the board. So, under the terms of the statute, we have no alternative, we have 
simply to direct payment by the applicant of this additional sum of $2,103.91. 
‘ _ I pointed out, at the hearing, that as all this cost had to be rebated out of tolls 
: charged for. traffic over the spur, the company might well forego its claim for the pay- 
_ment of the additional sum. This, however, the company has declined to do; and upon 
its insisting on its rights, the section entitles it to the payment of the amount men- 
tioned above. 
id Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 
i Order issued, direéting applicants to pay pro rata to the Canadian Pacific Railway 
-eompany the additional sum of $2,103.91; the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to 
“repay or refund to the industry owners, or their assigns, by way of rebate, one-half the 
tolls charged by the said railway company in respect of the carriage of traffic over the 
said spur, until the said additional sum of $2,103.91 has been repaid by the railway 
company to the said industry owners, or their assigns. 


aes 


fea ! 
COMPLAINT BY THE CITIES OF VANCOUVER AND NORTH VANCOUVER, B.C., AGAINST THE CHANGE 


OF PLANS OF THE NORTH VANCOUVER FERRY PEDESTRIAN SUBWAY BY THE CANADIAN 
PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, October 29, 1914. 

The cities of Vancouver and North Vancouver protested against the manner in 
which the Canadian Pacific Railway Company had done the work of the construction 
of the subway in question. It was charged that the plans had been altered after they 
had been approved of by the company and the contract had been let; that the work 
hhad been made extravagantly and quite unnecessarily expensive; and it was urged 
that the sum of $1,100 should be deducted from the part of the cost which the 
‘municipalities have to pay, and be borne entirely by the railway company. 

At the hearing, the board was of the opinion that, if the matters which the cities 
complained of as unnecessary, not being covered by any plan, were merely details 
involved in the working out of the contract, such as would be covered by the usual 
clauses as to extras unavoidable in a work of that kind, the work should be considered 
‘such as was contemplated by the original order, and the application should be dis- 
nissed. If, however, the changes were of moment—such as amounted to an unau- 
thorized method of construction, the whole cost should be borne by the railway com- 
any. 

_ The complaint was referred to one of the-board’s assistant engineers, Mr. Kerr, 

of Calgary, to take up with the engineers of the parties—to go over the plans and 
the work with them, in order to establish clearly and definitely what changes, if any, 
had been made in the plans and were protested against by the applicants. 
_ Mr. Kerr’s report was furnished to the parties interested as far back as July 21, 
1914; and they were asked to make thereon such comments or suggestions as they ° 
might think proper; but, so far, nothing has been received, except a recent suggestion 
by the applicants that the board issue an order on Mr. Kerr’s report, which report is 
as follows :-— 


t 


“ At the board’s hearing held in Vancouver on June 10, the chief commis- 
____ sioner instructed me to go over these plans and let him know exactly what these 
a o0c—143 
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changes are and exactly whether the changes which have taken place are 
changes of the character which should have been provided by a proper detailed 
plan, and which should and would in the ordinary course have been covered by 
and checked by the railway company before the contract was signed, or whether 
these are changes of a subsequent character of which I mention something _ 
only of necessity incidental to the carrying out of a work of this kind. 
“T have indicated in the attached blue print the changes that have taken 
place. The plan approved of in August, 1913, indicated the general type of the 
structure which the company would be agreeable to have the city construct 
under its tracks, at the same time reserving the right to approve the bridge © 
company’s detailed plans and make any change deemed advisable, which is— 
the Canadian Northwest Steel Company, Vancouver. Detailed plans - 
company for approval. The railway company made some small revision ie 


the recognized practice. The city awarded the contract for the steel work to 
fabrication purposes were prepared by this company and handed to the railway 
these details to bring them in line with their standard practice, and the 


changes that were made were changes of a character incidental to the carrying | 
out of a work of this nature. The changes comprise the substitution of plate | 
diaphragms at the end of the T-beams for channel diaphragms as indicated in ~ 
red on the attached blue print (see plan of floor). Another addition was made 
by the railway company for having placed an inverted angle on upper “The 


of the plate girder on each side of the bridge, shown in red, section C.C. The - 
cost of these additions should be paid by the railway company and is provided 
for in the schedule of extra prices, page 2 in the contract between the city and 
the contractor, being item 1, structural steel -063 cents: per pound erected © 
(eopy of contract attached), amounting in all for extras to $168.22. ; 
“Qlaim for extra riveting alterations of rivet pitch from a wide to a close 
spacing in the floor plates. The approved of general plans show there is no 
change in this. é: 
“The only point in the general approved of plan where close spacing 18 
required is on the shelf angle on the facia, or ballast girder, and it is even more. 
important to have this close spacing where floor plates splice on I-beam, as the 
floor plate is partly depended upon to distribute the live load transversely over 
the requisite number of I-beams required to carry each track. It is necessary 
that where it'is spliced over an I-beam the rivets connecting it to that I-beam be’ 
at close pitch, while at intermediate I-beams close riveting would not be neces- 
sary. These plates being 2 feet 6 inches wide by over 30 feet long, were placed 
longitudinally with the tracks, which required them to splice at each ere pace 
J-beam (as the I-beams are 15-inch centres), thereby requiring two rows of close- 
spaced rivets at every alternate I-beam. ‘i 
“The railway company had nothing to do with the deciding on the width 
of these plates. . If the bridge company chose to use a plate 2 feet 6 inches wide 
by 30 feet long, they had a perfect right to do so. The railway company 
also had the right to see that a _ sufficient number of *rivets were 
put in at these splices to give them the results they required. By adopt- 
ing plates 5 feet wide or 7 feet 6 inches, the splices required for the former 
width would have been over every fourth I-beam and for the latter over every 
sixth I-beam, thereby requiring one-half the rivets (in the former case), am 
one-third the number (in the latter case), of the close-spaced rivet lines requir ( 
by the width of the plates employed. Placing these plates transversely with the 
track, the number of lines of close-spaced rivets would have been reduced to : 
minimum. This, of course, was out of the question, as all the tracks would have 
to be lifted, consequently closing up traffic which would have been costly to the 


city. 
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t “Therefore, by laying the ballast plates longitudinally with the track, one | 
a track would only be obstructed for a time. 

“Under these circumstances, I do not see where the railway company has 
any right to pay for the extra riveting as charged, wholly brought about by the 
bridge company adopting a narrow plate.” 


Mr. Mountain, the board’s chief engineer, whose duty is to pass upon the reports 
of the assistant engineers, states :— 


“T concur in all Mr. Kerr’s report, except the paragraph in which he sug- 
gests charging the Canadian Pacific Railway Company $168. This is what is 
known as an inverted angle. It has nothing to do directly with the strength 
of the bridge, but has to do with the waterproof floor by preventing moisture 
from getting in behind it on the inside facing of the girder. It is used 
by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on a modern structure similar 
to this, crossing Aqueduct street in Montreal, and the plans were approved 
by the board’s chief engineer and I approve it here, and do not think the 
charge should be upon the Canadian Pacific Railway Company at all, but 
on the city. I agree that the riveting is quite proper and it should be charged 
to the city. I carried on the correspondence with the engineers in connection 
with this matter, and I urged the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s engineer 
to hurry up the details. These details are checked up by Bridge Engineer 
Motely in Montreal and this structure was in the other side of the country in 
Vancouver, and he naturally had some correspondence with the division engi- 
neer at that point, which would account for some of the delay. Under the order, 
I do not think any part of this is chargeable to the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company.” 


The whole question is reduced to an item of $168.22, which Mr. Kerr thinks should. 
be paid and which Mr. Mountain thinks should not be paid by the railway company. 
In this connection, it may be stated that-Mr. Mountain had knowledge of the details 
and the approval of the plan, with which he had directly to do, as also of the practice 
which obtains in work of this kind at other points. I find, as a matter of fact, that 
the railway company, in the construction of other works over highways where the 
‘whole cost is on the company—as in the case of new works over a highway—use the 
same kind of construction as was used in this case. The extra in question is not for 
work of special importance to the railway company as such, but for work which will 
make the structure more serviceable to those who use the subway—done with a view 
to make the waterproofing of the superstructure more efficient, and add to its dur- 
ability. . | i 
_ The work complained of is in character merely a detail, and one which was not 
introduced by the railway company with a view to its own advantage, but really in the 
interest of those who use the subway; and, under these circumstances, I am of the 
opinion that, on this application, no order should be made against the company. 

Mi Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 

_ Order dismissing complaint issued. 

tae 

Bax AVENUE CROSSING, OVER. THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY’S TRACKS, MONTREAL. 
ae 


(ae! 


Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr, November 9, 1914: 

rae The city of Montreal has applied to the board for an order declaring that the way 

of communication used as a means of access at Park avenue, between territory of the 

City of Montreal north west of the line of the railway company between Atlantic avenue 
nd Beaumont avenue, and the territory southeast of the railway, is a public highway 

crossing over the said right of way of the railway company. 
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Since the hearing, Commissioner McLean and I who heard this matter have had an 
opportunity of visiting the location on the ground. There is little dispute between 
the city and the railway company as to the facts. The crossing in question was a farm: 
crossing originally. It has been used by the public for a period of time varying in the 
opinion of the different witnesses from 10 to 18 years. It is now heavily travelled. A 
statement submitted, showed 1,811 pedestrians, 1,718 vehicles, and 32 engines passed 4 
over the crossing in a period of twelve hours. At one time there was a gate at the © 
crossing and it was sometimes closed by the railway company, although not at frequent — 
periods. The gate posts are still standing. The space for vehicles between the posts is g 
about 10 feet. This feature of the crossing makes it resemble a farm crossing more 
than a public highway crossing. The fences are not return, and there are no cattle ; 
guards as at highway crossings. ‘There are no highway crossing signs. The public who ¢ 
have been crossing at this point have been trespassers upon the railway company’s { 
property, or mere licensees at best. 

Tt has been decided by this board on a number of occasions, that to fix a railway 
company with a portion of the cost of constructing a highway crossing over the railway — 
in accordance with the board’s specifications, or of protecting the crossing that there — 
must be some act on the part of the railway company which might be taken as a dedica- — 
tion of a highway crossing to the public. 

In the case of the Village of Weston’ vs. C.P:R. and G-L.R., 7 Canadian Railway 
Cases, page 79, Judge Killam, on facts very similar to those found in this case, put all 
the cost on the municipality of converting an illegal level crossing into a legal highway ; 


crossing. 
In the case of Royce avenue, Toronto, which is found in the proceedings of this 
board, volume 107, at page 6746, Judge Mabee in distinguishing that case from the 


Weston case just referred to, used the following language :— . 


“ Now in that case (The Weston Case) the public who were using that por- 
tion of the ground that was contended as being a highway, were mere licensees” 
at best; possibly they were trespassers. The railway companies did everything 
they could to prevent any «nference of intention to dedicate that portion of their 
lands to public use as a highway crossing. Now the facts in this case are that. 
no matter what may have been the position prior to 1884, on the 9th of June 
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company with the Clarks entered into an agree- 
ment whereby they agreed to open, or rather to widen an existing crossing: 
known as the Laughton crossing over their tracks from 33 to 66 feet wide, by 
dedicating—although that word is not used in the agreement it must have been 
by dedicating—the adjacent 33 fect to be added to that 33-foot crossing in order 
to make a 66-foot crossing at that point. In the month of November of the same 
year the Grand Trunk practically did the same thing over their railway lands. 
By virtue of these two agreements then in 1884 the persons in that vicinity 
obtained the right to cross over the lands of the Grand Trunk Railway Company 
and the Canadian Pacific Railway Company from the southern terminus of 
where it was intended to locate Royce avenue to the street known as Dundas 
street on the other side of the track. Now unlike the Weston Case, here the rail- 
way companies in 1884, 28 years ago, did everything they could to convey this 
property to the public for a highway crossing.” 

by 


In the present case there has been no such dedication by the railway company 
and there is no legal highway crossing at the point in question. The crossing it 
heavily travelled, and it should be made a legal highway crossing and it should be 
protected. No portion of the cost should be put on the railway company. i 

All parties seem to agree that there should be gates with night and day watell 
men. to protect this ¢rossing, when it is made to comply with the specifications of thi 


board. 
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: An order should go authorizing the municipality to open Park avenue across the 
-_ tracks of the railway company; on condition that the crossing be protected by gates, 
_ with night and day watchmen. 
- While, as I have pointed out, nothing has been done at this crossing which would 
_ fix the railway company with responsibility which would warrant us in placing a 
_ portion of the cost of protection on it; nevertheless, it is a way of communication 
_ under the Act. The public are using it and it should be made safe for that purpose. 
It was a way of communication in existence prior to the first day of April, 1909. 
Therefore, a contribution of 20 per cent of the cost of the construction of a proper 
crossing and the gates to protect it, can be made out of The Railway Grade Crossing 
_ Fund. The rest of the expense must be borne by the municipality. 

In giving a contribution out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund in this case,” 
we are following the decision of the board in the case of Simplex avenue, town of St. 
Pierre, P. Q., (File 4813). Judge Mabee’s judgment in that case is to be found in the 
printed volume of judgments of the board, for the year 1911, at page 192. 

Concurred in by Mr. Commissioner: McLean. 


~ 
s 


| APPLICATION OF THE CANADIAN NORTHERN ONTARIO RY. CO., TO CONSTRUCT THE LINES AND 
TRACKS OF PROPOSED JOINT SECTION WITH THE CAMPBELLFORD, LAKE ONTARIO AND 
WESTERN RY. CO., ACROSS FRONT AND PINNACLE STREETS IN THE CITY OF BELLEVILLE, 
ONT., AND TO DIVERT THE TRAFFIC WHERE SAID LINES CROSS WATER STREET VIA JAMES 
AND DUNDAS STREETS. 


ns - 


APPLICATION OF THE C.L.0. & W. RY. CO., UNDER SECTIONS 178, 222 AND 237, FOR AUTHORITY 
TO EXPROPRIATE CERTAIN LANDS IN THE CITY OF BELLEVILLE, ONT., FOR THE PURPOSE 
OF ESTABLISHING COMPANY'S TEAM YARDS, AND FOR AUTHORITY TO CLOSE DUNDAS 
STREET BETWEEN NORFOLK AND KING STREETS AND DIVERT IT TO BROOK STREET BY 
i WAY OF NORFOLK AND WILLARD STREETS, AND TO CLOSE MARY AND JAMES STREETS 
BETWEEN THE NORTHERN LIMIT OF DUNDAS STREET AND THE SOUTHERN LIMIT OF THE 
( RIGHT OF WAY OF THE O.N.O.R., AND TO DIVERT THE TRAFFIC ON SAME BY MEANS OF 
| A GRADE LEVEL HIGHWAY CROSSING IN THE VICINITY OF THE INTERSECTION OF KING 
AND WATER STREETS, AS INDICATED ON THE PLAN. 


} 


_ APPLICATION OF THE CITY OF BELLEVILLE, ONT., PER J. W. EVANS THAT THE BOARD RE-OPEN 
ty AND RE-CONSIDER ALL THE QUESTIONS INVOLVED IN THE GRADE CROSSINGS OF STREETS, 
BY THE LINE OF THE C.N.O. RY., AND THE LINE OF THE C.L.O. & W. RY. 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, November 11, 1914: ° 


f On the 1st of May, 1913, there was heard in the city of Belleville an application of 
the Campbellford, Lake Ontario & Western Railway Company to approve a certain 
portion of its location. 

On the same date, viz., May 1, 1918, at the same place, there was heard the appli- 
cation of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario & Western Railway Company for authority 
to construct a bridge over the Moira river at Belleville; and, thereafter, under date of 
August 7, 1915, Order No. 19964 issued, authorizing the construction of the bridge, 
in accordance with plan No. 49788 on file with the board under file No. 3701-245. 

% On the same date, there was also heard, at the same place an application of certain 
atepayers, on behalf of the Corporation of the city of Belleville, for an order directing 
as follows: 


“That the present Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company’s bridge 
across the Moira river be raised at least four feet, and that there be made on 
Front street a subway having at least eleven feet clear in height; (2) that the 
crossing on Pinnacle street be a level crossing, paved on each side; and that the 
grade leading up to the crossing do not exceed two per cent; (3) that Church 
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street remain open and that a level crossing be maintained there; and that the 
grade on each side of the track be not more than a two per cent grade on the 
roadway; (4) that an overhead bridge, not only for foot-passengers but for drays 
besides, be built on George street across the tracks of the said railways, the — 
north end of such bridge and approach thereto, or any bridge that may be built, 
to extend northerly on George street so as to have as easy a rise from the said — 
George street road up the incline and over the top of the said bridge; (5) that 
Newberry street be made straight and that the tracks be kept clear at this point; — 
and that this street be of the width of sixty-six feet and be well ditched and 

‘ 


well made and of the best possible grade; (6) that Foster street be provided with 

a proper crossing with all safeguards; (7) that provision for the opening of ; 
Dufferin street be made; (8) on the west side of the river Moira a subway — 
should be built at the foot of James street for the use of those occupying the 
sheds and factory to the south and the other lands which are considerable in © 
extent and suitable for factory purposes; (9) that there should be at the foot of ; 
Mary street an opening under the said tracks to permit the city waterworks to — 
place a main thereon so as to be able to have a hydrant on or near the property — 
now occupied; and (10) there should be provision for a level crossing at what 
is known as the Bridge Road; and that the grade on each side of the said road : 
should not exceed two per cent.” x 


Following this, reasons for judgment were issued on July 25, 1918, and Order © 
No. 20609, of October 15, 1913, based on these reasons issued. This order provided in © 
clause 2 of the operative portion thereof that the application by the city to lay a water — 
pipe under the tracks of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company at the foot 
of Mary street should be authorized, and provided in clause 3 thereof that the rest of 
the application on behalf of the city be, and it is hereby, refused. . 

‘his order also approved the location of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario & West-— 
ern Railway through Belleville, subject to what had already been done under Order 
No. 19651. ; i 

Under date of February 12, 1914, application was made by the Canadian Northern” 
Ontario Railway Company for authority to construct the lines and tracks of the pro-— 
posed joint section of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario & Western Railway Company 
across Front and Pinnacle streets, in the city of Belleville, and to divert the traffic | 
where the said lines cross Water street via James and Dundas streets. ; 

Tn answer to this application, the city, under date of February 25, 1914, in filing 
its answer, made certain specific suggestions which it considered would more 
adequately take care of the general traffic and highway situation in the city of Belle-— 
ville. ; 

1st, “ We propose that Newbury street be closed, a 
ond. “We propose that George street be closed as a level crossing and that 
an overhead bridge be built which will ‘take care of all traffic over the tracks. 
This is an important highway, and will be much more so as the factories and 
‘ndustries increase on the land tributary to this street. R 
8rd. “We propose that John street be closed. ‘ 
Ath, “ We propose that Church street be closed. The closing of John and 
Church streets will enable the railways to extend their station platform to the 
required length, and to provide adequate station facilities. 4 
5th. “Pinnacle street will have to remain as a level crossing protected by 
gates. ‘ 
6th. “ At Front street, which is the most important connection between 
the city and the Harbour and provides access to all the land south of the trac 
it is in our opinion absolutely necessary that an adequate under-crossing be 
Alea with a roadway at least 30 feet wide, with two sidewalks each six feet 
wide. 


‘ 
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7th. “I'he proposed new roadway from John street to Pinnacle street 
should be extended to Front street so that the traffic may follow safely through 
q the subway on Front street towards the north. 

Bi. 8th, “ That part of the city lying west of the river should be provided with 
similar safeguards and an undercrossing 24 feet wide should be provided at 
James street to ensure safety to the public.” 


4 Under date of July 20; 1914, an application was filed by the Campbellford, Lake 
Ontario & Western Railway Company to take, without the consent of the owners, 
certain lands in the city of Belleville, it being alleged that these lands were required 
in connection with the establishment of the applieane company’s team yards. There 
was also contained in the same application request for authority to close Dundas 
street between Norfolk and King streets, and divert it to Brock street by way of 
Norfolk and Willard streets, and the connection to be opened between the same as 
indicated in red upon the said plan. Also to close Mary and James streets between 
_ the northern limit of Dundas street and the southern limit of the right of way of the 
Canadian Northern Ontario Railway, and to divert the traffic on same by means of a 
grade level highway crossing in the vicinity of the intersection of King and Water 
streets, as indicated approximately in red upon the said plan. 

Under date of July 14, 1914, the board was informed by the mayor of Belleville 
that the city being interested both in the application of the Campbellford, Lake 
Ontario & Western Railway Company and the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway 
Company, desired, with the view of suiting the convenience of the Council, to arrange 
a date for hearing at the end of July or beginning of August. 

The application of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario & Western Railway Company 
was set down for hearing on July 29. The submissions made by the city showed that 
the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company was affected; and so, by consent, 
the matter stood until August 4 to permit the Canadian Northern and Grand Trunk, 
which was algo concerned in the matter, being heard. To suit the convenience of 
ssome of those concerned, the matter stood over until August 7. It was then heard. 

The application launched by the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company 
was not proceeded with. When the application of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario 
_& Western Railway Company was placed before the board in formal hearing, the 
city at the same time claimed the right to develop the details of its scheme above set 
out in regard to the improving of the highway and general traffic conditions within 
the city of Belleville. No objection was taken by the city to the application of the 
railway company to take, without the consent of the owners, certain portions of 
property; but the city stated that the proposition of the railway company to create a 
level crossing (later to be referred to) tied the whole question up with what was being 
proposed as to the improvement of the general crossing situation; and it was stated 
frankly that the city considered, in view of the requests that were made by the rail- 
way company, that this was an opportune time to combine with the consideration of 
the railway company’s application the request of the city. The railway company 
_ took the position that its application should stand on its own merits; but, as a matter 
of convenience, the two applications were considered together. 
. The application of the city may be dealt with first; although on account of the 
- level crossing involved in the application of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario & Western 
Railway Company, it is impossible to keep the discussion of the two matters entirely 
distinct. 
gs The answer of the city with reference to the application of the Canadian 
Northern Ontario Railway Company and of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario & 
Western Railway Company, already referred to, sets out, under seal, that “it is our 
desire to make application to your board to re-open and reconsider all of the questions 
involved in the grade crossings of the streets by the line of the Canadian Northern 
BOntario Railway.” This being so, the question arises, what new and material facts 


a 
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not before the board when it gave judgment under date of July 25, 1913, are now 
adduced ? 

A comparison of the former application and of what is now before the board 
will bring out the new arrangements, if any, to which the board is asked to direct 
its attention. ‘ 

1. The present application involves raising the bridge over the Moira river 7 
feet. The former application involved a minimum lift of 4 feet. ; 

2. The present application asks for a subway at Front street and that the roadway 5 
be at least 30 feet wide, with two sidewalks each 6 feet wide. The subway asked for — 
is 12 feet clear in height. The former application asked for a subway at this point © 
of at least 11 feet in height. / 

3. The present application asks for a subway 24 feet wide at James street. This y 
subway is to be 12 feet in height. The former application also asked for a subway — 
at James street. : 

4, The present application proposes that Newbury street be closed. The former 
application proposed that it be made straight, and that it should be of the width of — 
66 feet, be well ditched, be well made, and of the best possible grade. 

5. The present application suggests that George street be closed as a level crossing, @ 
and that a bridge both for pedestrian and vehicular traffic be provided. The former ri 
application also requested that a bridge for pedestrian and vehicular traffic should be — 
provided. j 

6. The present application proposes that John street be closed. This was not 
involved in the former application. ¥ 

7, The present application proposes that Church street be closed. In the former 
application it was requested that this street be left open, and that a level crossing be 
maintained at this point with not more than 2 per cent grade on the roadway. 

8. In the present application, Pinnacle street is to remain as a level crossing, 
protected by gates. A level crossing at Pinnacle street was involved in the former 
application. The differences as between the present and former applications will be 
developed later. is 

9, A new roadway from John street to Pinnacle street to be extended to Front 
street so that the traffic may follow safely through the subway on Front street towards 
the north, is asked for in the present application. This was not involved in the former 
application. ‘ 

To summiarize the material, the main points which are involved in the present 
application and which were not before the board in the former application are—— — 

1. The closing of Newbury street. 
2. The closing of John street. 

3. The closing of Church street. 

4. The construction of a roadway from John street to Pinnacle street on to Front 
street to take care of the traffic going through the proposed subway. | 

5. The diversion, by the city, from the Bay Bridge road from a point south of the 
railway, along the marsh, and along Water street to the proposed subway at or near 
James street. | 

In addition to the one-foot difference’ in level proposed for the bridge as between 
the present and former application, certain other points of difference are to be men-> 
tioned. What the city is prepared to do by way of closing streets has been indicated. 
In connection with its application for a bridge at George street, it is prepared to take 
a bridge with approaches of a 10 per cent grade, and to take care of the land damages 
consequent upon the construction of the bridge. It is willing to take this 10 per cent 
grade with a view to lessening land damages. As to the level crossing at Pinnacle 
street, the present application involves, as checked up by the board’s engineer, a lift of 
2-8 feet in the Grand Trunk tracks at the point of crossing. The city sets out 1t is 
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- willing to lowe up the street to this new level of the tracks, and to meet any land 
_ damages consequent upon this re-alignment of the surface of the street. 

There was at first as between the estimates of cost of the Campbellford, Lake 
Ontario and Western Railway Company and of the city, a very wide margin, the city’s 
estimate being in round numbers $62,000, and the railway company’s estimate being 

- $147,000. Afterwards when it was mare clear to the railway company what was 

_ involved in the city’s willingness to assume land damages the railway company, by 
deducting this, arrived at a corrected figure of $95,000. The matter has been further 
checked by the board’s engineer, who gives a summary statement as follows:— 


Estimate No. 1, George street crossing... .. .... .. ee $24,527 25 

Estimate No. 2, raising Pinnacle street .. ........ 6,000 00 

_ Estimate No. 3, Front Street subway... ............ 20,032 00 

Estimate No. 4, Water Street subway...... ree ee peaibe s bes e8s tsi 
Estimate No. 5, raising of bridges and tracks, eet filling 

in of hives BRSLETIV NSAI) Uitte loll, fal) Wie (Lunia ene 23,189 00 

$85,831 75 


In presenting the case for the city on July 29 and August 7, various statements 
were made by Mr. Porter, counsel for the city, as summarizing the reasons why, in his 
opinion, a re-hearing should be granted. This may be put in a summary way. The 

' references are to volume 208 of the evidence. 

At page 4453 he stated that in the former application the question of maintaining 

a level crossing or of making a subway at Front street was temporarily dealt with. 

Again at page 4540, Mr. Porter says, “ The judgment itself says it is under the 
_ present or existing conditions, and it was clearly stated that if the conditions altered we 
could always come back to the board.” 

f At pages 4454 and 4455, he contended that the coming in of the Campbellford, 
Lake Ontario & Western Railway to use the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway 
Company’s tracks in the city of Belleville created an entirely different situation from 
what was contemplated under the understanding between the city and the Canadian 

_ Northern Ontario Railway Company, which was referred to in the board’s judgment. 

He again stated at pages 4541, 4542 and 4544, that the coming of the Campbellford 

- Lake Ontario and Western Railway created a changed condition. 

At pages 4544 and 4545, he says that there was a misapprehension by the board as 
to the water conditions existing. He now states in substance that it is only under 
abnormal circumstances that there will be water in the subway, and that in nine years 
i out of ten there was no water at all; and, in a summary way, he stated at page 4497, the 

‘same position being taken by Mr. Wills, the mayor of Belleville; at page 4464, that 
there had been a misapprehension as to the information before the board at the time 
of the hearing. 

To summarize, the grounds for re-hearing advanced are :— 

(1) That the coming of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Raiiway 

iF created a different set of facts, not only in respect of traffic but also of the obligations, 

bis if any, imposed upon the city by the unexecuted agreement between it and the Cana- 

' dian Northern Ontario Railway Company. 

p (2) That there was erroneous information before the board both as to the water 

eves and as to cost of proposed works. 

(3) That there was a specific reservation of the right of the city to bring up the 

F matter again. : 

f This summary of reasons for a re-hearing may now be dealt with. pai 

; The judgment of the board of July 25, 19138, sets out in detail the situation in 

- connection with the location of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario & Western Railway 

. It is pointed out that the original location which was not opposed by the 
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city council and which was approved by the board after formal hearing provided for a 
situation which created dangerous features in respect of highway traffic, as well as 
increasing damage to property. That thereafter, on the reports of the board’s officers, 


and with a view to improving the situation from the standpoint of public convenience, — 


an arrangement was brought about whereby the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and West- 
ern Railway was in the section involved in the present application, to run over the 
tracks of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway. 


The judgment then referred to the application of the C. L. O. & W. R. Co., for“@ 


approval of its location in this respect, and used the following language: 


“The present application of the C. L. O. & W. R. Co., is for approval of t 


plan showing the road practically on the right of way of the Canadian Northern, 
within the city limits. To my mind, there is no question whatever as to the 
advisibility of approving of this location in the interests of the city of Belleville 
as well as in the interest of traffic conditions generally.” 


It is to be noted that at the hearing in Belleville, when the application of the 
G. L. O. & W. R. Co. was before the board as to this location, it appears from the © 
notes of evidence, volume 175, p. 2956, that the mayor of the city of Belleville took part 
in the discussion in regard to this and other phases of the situation involved in the © 


location through Belleville. 


Following this, Order No. 20609 issted. This order dealt both with the points in 


the city’s application and with the approval of the revised location of the Co. L. 0. & 
W.R. Co. The city was cognizant of what was being done. The relocation was con- 
sidered by the board to be in the public interest. It was formally approved; and in 
issuing judgment and order in the matter the board was seized of the fact that there 
was to be super-imposed upon the right of way of the C. N. O. R. within a defined 


section of the city of Belleville, the additional service resulting from the movement of — 
. 4 


the traffic of the C. L. O. and W. R. Co. 1 
Water levels and cost. The question of cost is referred to and it is stated that the 


costs as worked out were too high. The judgment of the chief commissioner indicates — 


that cost was only one of the factors. As already indicated, the cost of the present 
works proposed, which are on a more extensive scale is still higher. ‘The city estimates 


Aube 


the cost at about $62,000, the C. L. O. & W. R. Co. at $95,000, and the board’s engineer, ~ 


after careful check of the details involved, at approximately $85,000. _ 


As indicated in the judgment, in dealing with the question of water levels, there | 


was at first some doubt as to the exact meaning of high water level as used in evidence. 


It was ascertained that high water level, as set out in the plan submitted by Mr. Evans, ~ 
engineer of the city of Belleville, dealt with the ordinary summer level, and that this — 
was distinct from the flood level. The situation has been checked from the plan by the 


: : : : 
board’s chief engineer, who advises as follows :— 


4 


“Tn reference to the high water mark at the Moira river at Belleville, there 
seems to be some difference in the question of the elevation of this high water 
mark. It is given by the city of Belleville on a profile, signed by city engineer 
Evans, at 244.97. I have used 245, which is only three-hundredths difference 
from the city’s elevation, which, of course, is no difference whatever.” 
“The C. P. R. gives the highest water level on record at 246-2, and I am 
informed that there has been a record of 246 sometime during the last ten years. 
I notice in White’s Altitudes we find the mean level of Lake Ontario, from 1871 
to 1900, at 245-7, and the extreme high water 1870, at 248-7. Now, the elevation 
of the base of rail of the bridges is 255:75. The OC. P. R. apparently allow 14° 
for cross girder construction but I think that probably 1 foot 3 inches would be 


not unreasonable, so that, taking the elevation of rail at 255-75 deducting 1-25 — 


for underneath girders, leaves 254-50; taking 11 feet of a subway, which I first 
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3: 
q contemplated, would leave 243-50, or 14 feet below the level of the city’s high 
water, or 24 feet below the highest record given by the C. P. R. If you take 
Mr. White’s mean water level of 245-7, which is about the,mean between these 
differences, the bottom of the subway would then be 2 feet below the mean high 
water level. If you make the subway 12 feet in depth, which I think is what is 
being discussed on. the present plans, you would have a level of 242-5 above 
/ - datum, which would be 23 feet below the mean high water mark of the city and 
‘ 34 feet below highest water record given by the C. P. R., and 8 feet below the 
mean water level given in White’s altitudes, which I think probably would be 
fair to take. This is referred to in the profile of the C. P. R. and C. N. R. over 
the Moira river, signed by J. W. Evans and marked by me “ A” in red on File 
3878-569.” 


Reference may be made to the plan attached hereto, which is referred to in 
Mr. Mountain’s memorandum. 

As has been indicated, the board, in its former judgment, had before it the 
question of a lift in the level of the bridge. Inferentially the board decided that 
it was not justified in directing this lift on the bridge, because, while there is no 

specific statement to this effect in the judgment, it is to be noted that what was dealt 
with was a possible subway to be obtained by flattening the floor of the bridge. By 
thus flattening the floor of the bridge and using cross-girder construction it was 
hoped there would be given sufficient additional head room to permit an 11-foot 
‘subway to be obtained. What was inferentially refused by the judgment as to the 
changed level of the bridge, was specifically refused by the final clause of Order No. 
20609, which stated that the rest of the application on behalf of the city was to be 
refused. The elevation of the bridge not having been granted, it fell, therefore, within 
this final clause. It is true that what is now before us is for a 3-foot lift in the level 
of the bridge, but no new and material facts bearing on this question of change of 
‘level of the bridge having been brought before the board, no reason, on what is now 
before us, for the change in the former decision of the board appears. What is to be 
considered by the board on what is now before it is the question of levels with regard - 
to a subway to be obtained by flattening the bridge floor, and in respect of the errors 
alleged to have existed in the former computations before the board. 

As indicated in Mr. Mountain’s memorandum, a subway 12 feet in depth, the 
clearance being obtained by flattening the bridge floor, would be 2% feet below the 
“mean high water level, as shown on the said plan; that is to say, during the time 
_ the summer level existed, the bottom of the subway would be 23 feet below the level 
of the water. If, on the other hand, a subway of 11 feet were constructed, the bottom 
of the subway would be 14 feet below the summer level of the water. 

ie Counsel for the city said, at page 4545, that at the point in question 18 inches of 
“water in ten years was the most there had ever been. This, it should be noted, is 
figured over the bottom elevation of a subway of 12 feet, 3 feet of this height being 
‘obtained by corresponding elevation of the bridge. But, with the subway obtained by 
attening the bridge floor, there are only 9 feet available between the bridge floor, 
after it is thus flattened, and the surface of the ground underneath. That is to say, 
iti is necessary to excavate 8 feet to get a depth of 12. 
_ It was stated by counsel for the city that it was only under abnormal conditions 
that the subway would be flooded. It was also stated by him that they had records 
Showing the level of the water from day to day. These records were not submitted to 
the board. What is before it is the detail set out on the plan prepared by Mr. Evans, 
copy of which is attached hereto, and on what is thus presented there is, in respect 
of high water mark, a difference of -03 of one foot, or #%oo0 of an inch, between the 
‘ormer and the present computations—a difference so slight as to be negligible. I 
annot find, therefore, that there was any material error in the computations on which 
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the board’s finding in the former judgment was made, and there is, therefore, no 
justification on what is before us for varying the former judgment in this respect. 

What has already been said in regard to the change in level of the bridge is 
equivalent to stating that the application as to subway at James street fails also, 
because what is proposed there is subject to what has already been said in regard to 
the bridge levels and water levels. In the judgment of the Chief Commissioner the 
application for a subway at James street is refused, it being stated the traffic did not 
warrant it. There is no new and material evidence before the board to differentiate 
James street at present from James street at the time of the former hearing. 


SPECIFIC RESERVATION OF THE RIGHT TO REHEARING. 


Reference was made to the judgment of the Chief Commissioner, which was 
stated to contain a specific reservation of the right to rehearing. The board has 
never stood on technical grounds in regard to rehearings, and its process in connection 
with granting such rehearings is simple. The inference from the statement of 
counsel for the city as to the reservation spoken of is that the board felt this was 4 
purely temporary disposition of the matter, and that the applicants had by such 


reservation rights greater than those which would normally be possessed by individuals: 


to whom, under ordinary process, it was open to apply for a rehearing. 

Counsel for the city: was in error in regard to his understanding, for I find no 
such words of reservation in the judgment. Consequently, under this heading, the 
city is in on better or worse position than any individual who may desire to obtain a 
rehearing. ; 

What has been set out at length shows that there are certain features of difference 
between what was before the board in the former instance and what is now before it. 


There are certain new points involving additional expense on the part of the city. 


The earnest belief of the city that the plan now proposed is in the general interest, 's 
indicated by the burden of expense they are willing to assume. But these new portions 
of the application while changing in some regards some of the details, do not change 
the central points common to the two applications. These central points are the 
elevation of the bridge and the construction of the subways. The present application 
is not an original hearing in which it is possible to go into the matter independently of 
the special conditions which have come into existence, these special conditions being 


summarized in the judgment of the Chief Commissioner. What is now before the | 


board is an application for reconsideration of its former decision; and, with a due 


appreciation of the importance of the matter and of the energy and publie spiritedness | 


shown by the city, I am unable to see that what is now before the board in reality 
goes to the propriety of the former order, or justifies a change being made. 

As tothe application of the C.L.O & W. R. Co. to take additional lands for the 
purposes of its yards at Belleville, no opposition is shown in the answer of the city, 


under seal, which is to be- found on File No. 3701-377. The same position was — 


expressed at the hearing by counsel for the city. The only material point of difference 


is as to the grade level crossing near King and Water streets which the railwry 


company proposes. 
The matter of the bridge level and the considerations dependent thereon having 
been dealt with, the application of the railway company now stands for determinatioa. 
The city does not contend that the additional facilities the railway company 
is desirous of obtaining, are unnecessary. 
, Order has already gone as to certain of the lands the railway company desires to 
take. 


Order should go as to the certain portion of Lot No. 10, southeast of Willard 


street, referred to in the application of that company. Order should also go as to the 


portion east of King street, as indicated by tie application of the company. 
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: The application of the railway company to close Dundas street, between Norfolk 
‘ and King streets, and divert it to Brock street by way of Norfolk and Willard streets, 
_ the latter to be opened as indicated in red on the plan filed, is not objected to by the 
" city, which, however, states that it is of opinion that Willard street should be widened 
~ from its present width to 66 feet. 

; Dundas street and Norfolk are 66 feet in aati while Willard street is only about 
_ 38 feet in width, as shown on the plan of the C.L.O. & W.R. Co., on file No. 3701-377. It 
is proper that the substituted highway should have the same width as the highways 
_ whose place it takes, and this should be a condition of the order. 

The railway company applies to close Mary and James streets, between the northern 
limit of Dundas street and the southern limit of the right of way of the C.N.O.R.; and 
_ to divert the traffic by means of a grade level crossing in the vicinity of the intersec- 
tion of King and Water streets, as indicated approximately upon the plan attached to 
_ the application. . 

The city objects to the granting of a grade level highway crossing, and desires that 

a subway be constructed at or about this point. 

In view of what has been said, an order for a level crossing will have to go. There 
is not before the board, at present, such information as warrants a conclusion as to the 
method of protection, if any, necessary at this point. This will, therefore, have to be 

reserved. 

The situation as to Bay Bridge road is brought up by the proposed street diversion 

- from this road, from a point south of the tracks. Bay Bridge road is crossed both by the 
tracks of the C.N.O.R. Co. and the C.L.O. & W.R. Co. 

Some question is raised by Mr. Porter, counsel for the city as to the crossing of 
' Bay Bridge road by the C.L.O. & W.R. Co’s tracks in connection with its entrance into 
the proposed yards. The question of the propriety of these tracks being so constructed 
is apparently attacked on the ground that the Bay Bridge road is the property of a 

_ private company, which did not receive notice. Mr. Porter stated that if the diversion 

_ proposed, south of the tracks, were constructed to link up with the proposed subway at 

or near James street, the company would not ask for compensation therefor or raise 
any question as to notice. 

As to Bay Bridge road, it is undoubtedly the main artery of travel between 
"surrounding farming country and the city of Belleville. At the same time, there is not 
_ before the board such information regarding probable train and switching movements 

_ over this crossing and highway traffic thereon as would warrant a conclusion as to the 
~ method of protection, if any, necessary at this point. This will, therefore, have to be 

_ reserved. 

(at Order to authorize construction under section 222 should also go. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 

te Order in accordance with judgment issued. 


f 


INTERCHANGE TRACKS BETWEEN C.P.R. AND G.T.R. AT COLDWATER, ONTARIO. 


y Mindement, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, November 11, 1914: 

_ The village of Coldwater has applied for an order directing the construction of 
nterchange tracks between the O.P.R. and the G.T.R. at Coldwater. 

The tracks of the two railways cross each other at grade in the village, and inter- 
5 shange tracks could be constructed at comparatively small cost. 

In Coldwater the International Brick Company, and G. Boland’s Planing Mill 
Fave both got Grand Trunk railway sidings and it would be some benefit to these 
‘concerns to be able to ship to Canadian Pacific Railway points. 

Also, as is pointed out by our Traffic Officer Mr. Brown, in his report dated June 
1, 1914, interchange at Coldwater would be of considerable benefit to stations west of 
¢ oldwater on the Grand Trunk: viz., Waubaushene, Midland, and Victoria Harbour. 
But, the industry that is chiefly concerned in this application is, the Fesserton Lumber 
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Company, of Fesserton, Ontario. Were it not for the existence of that concern, I 


would not feel justified in suggesting that the interchange be ordered. 


The Fesserton Lumber Company’s mills are situated within two miles of the cross- 
ing and are served by a spur from the Grand Trunk Railway Company. Because of 


. 


certain physical conditions a spur to the mills from the C.P.R. could not conveniently © 


be built. Among other difficulties, a crossing on the level over the Grand Trunk Rail- 
way Company’s track would be necessary if a spur from the C.P.R? to the Fesserton 
Mills was constructed. In addition to the saw-mill and a stave plant in the saw-mill 
which the Fesserton Company have been operating for sometime, the Company has 
this year constructed a new cooperage factory. The Company’s limits are on the C.P.R. 


and its mill on the G.T.R. The logs for the saw-mill have been brought in by water 


in the past; but as the source of supply is becoming further and further away from 
the mill, all logs will soon have to be brought in by rail: The hardwood timber used 
for cooperage being heavy cannot be floated, and it is now brought in by the C.P.R.— 
and teamed to the factory. It is suggested that this material could be brought in by | 
water in barges; but that, of course, would only be during the period of navigation. — 
The Fesserton Lumber Company stated that if the interchange tracks were put in it 
could keep its mill running for several more months in the year than it now does, 
and that its cooperage factory would run-all year. . It says its new cooperage factory - 
would need 1,000 cars a year of raw material which would be manufactured and 
shipped out again. , 
The figures submitted by the Grand Trunk Railway Company for the year 1913, 
show the timber company’s business with that railway for that year to be as follows :—_ 


Clanloadsa of Toes tim. oi. s tute ile oste casendendana clue teres ean 76 
Carloads of lumber and cooperage stock out .. .. .... «+ +. -. 414 
. 490 


The timber company say that 1913 was a bad year; that their 1914 G.T.R. ship- : 
ments will be larger. It suggests that 600 cars per annum would be a fairer estimate 
for an average year. 

I am satisfied that the company’s present business, with its expected immediate. 
increase in business due to the construction of its new factory and its adoption of the 
method of bringing in sawlogs by rail, justifies this board-in ordering the interchange 
applied for. : 

It seems to me the Fesserton Lumber Company should contribute something 
towards the cost of the construetion of the interchange tracks; but it is difficult to 
apportion the cost‘among those concerned until we see what effect the interchange will 
have on the volume of business the Grand Trunk have been getting from the Fesser- 
ton Lumber Company. I propose that the apportionment of the cost be reserved for a 
year, and that complete returns be put in by the timber company and the two rail- 
way companies, of the business interchanged during that time. We would then b 
in a better position to make a fair apportionment of the cost than we are to-day. E 
the meantime the interchange should be put in by the Canadian Pacific Railway Com 
pany, within thirty days from the date of the order. The company should keep an 
accurate and detailed account of the expense of putting in the interchange. Pla 
should be submitted without delay, of the proposed tracks, for the approval of the 
board’s engineer. u 

Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, November 12, 1914: ; 

I agree, subject to the condition that the applicant supply a bond to cover one-halt 
of the cost of the work. This sum or so much thereof as the board may later, and aft 


investigation deem proper, to be paid over and according to the direction of the 
board, tae . 


. 
; 
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Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr: I am satisfied that this condition be put 
in the order. 


Order in accordance with judgments issued. 
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_ APPLICATION OF THE CITY OF TORONTO WITH REFERENCE TO MAINTENANCE OF SUPERSTRUC- 


4. 


TURE OF SUBWAY CARRYING KEELE STREET UNDER THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY 
COMPANY'S TRACKS. , 


_ Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, November 12, 1914: 


This application was heard at a sitting of the board held in Toronto on July 3, 
1914, at which there were present the assistant chief commissioner and Mr, Commis- 
sioner McLean. 
My brother commissioners have asked me to consider the case, the whole ques- 
tion turning on the existing agreement between the parties of date November 18, 1889, 
_ Inade between the town of West Toronto Junction and the Canadian Pacific Railway 
~ Company. 
* This agreement is confirmed by chapter 110 of the Ontario Statutes of 1890. 
The agreement shows that negotiations had been in progress for some time 
between the corporation and the railway company as to the location of the company’s 
principal repair shops for the Ontario division of the railway at Toronto Junction : 
‘and that the company had agreed to locate and maintain such shops subject to the 
terms, conditions, and mutual covenants and agreements set forth. > 
Under clause 11 of the agreement, the corporation binds itself to construct on 
Keele street the subway in question. 
The agreement describes the subway as a subway with retaining walls on either 


< 


_ side of the subway along the whole distance of the company’s property, with proper 


and sufficient approaches thereto; and the corporation is also bound to make all 
necessary roads, sidewalks, drains, and other things pertaining thereto; and will there- 
upon cause Keele street to be legally and effectually closed and discontinued as a 
highway and so as to prevent all traffic on the level along the said street across the 
company’s right of way of 99 feet; the subway to be excavated across the company’s 
right of way at Keele street for a distance of 99 feet and to such a depth as to permit 
of the approaches for the company’s track being erected and maintained on any 
portion of the said retaining walls of the subway across the right of way, and at any 
Place or places on the whole of the distance. 

The corporation further agreed to provide and erect entirely at its own expense 
on the retaining walls iron or steel deck girders with floor system complete for five 
tracks; or, at the company’s.option, an iron or steel webb girder bridge with four floor 
_ System complete, sufficiently wide to accommodate five tracks the usual distance apart. 
4 The city’s application. is based on the allegation that the condition of the super- 
structure is such that water comes down through it on the roadway and sidewalk, or 
| through the bridge and down the sides of the abutment keeping them constantly wet 
and overflowing on the sidewalk beneath. 

i The city asks that this condition should be changed, and refers to section 15 of 
_ the agreement. eet) Lew aie 

_ __Under this section the corporation is obliged to maintain the retaining walls and 
bridge structures, and all roads, sidewalks, drains, and other things pertaining to the 
highway ; while the company is bound to maintain the bridges provided for the tracks. 
‘Under this ‘clause, Mr, Geary’s contention is a follows:— 

ne “ They were to maintain the bridges, that is, of course, including the floor- 
ing of the bridges, the girders, and that sort of thing. We say that properly 
: speaking it is a question of maintaining that, not only in some sort of repair 
[s that will stand up, but maintaining it in the way that, under the conditions of 
its existence, it should be maintained. They might maintain the flooring with 
spaces of three or four inches and let the rain in and ruin the street.” . 


20ce—15 
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At the time the subway was built and the bridge structure provided by the muni- 
cipality, the modern method of waterproofing, I am advised by the board’s chief 
engineer, was unknown. The structure as completed was a sufficient and proper struc- 
ture. The structure, moreover, which was to be maintained by the company was the 
structure as built by the corporation. 

The present condition of affairs ‘5 not a new one. It is a condition which inevit- 
ably must arise with construction of the class which the corporation has installed. 

Mr. Mountain has carefully inspected the structure, and reports that the leaks 
are not serious, although objectionable, and that the difficulty can be easily and eco- 
nomically overcome. 

Although the bridge now forms part of the company’s system and is its property, 
I am of the opinion that the municipality should be now given the right to make the 
superstructure waterproof, and that after the superstructure has been waterproofed 
at the expense of the municipality, the obligation should be thrown on the company 
for maintaining it waterproof in the future. ie 4 

The municipality, if it desires to go on with the work, which is entirely in ease 


| 


5 


of its street conditions, will furnish plans, showing the manner in which it desires to — 


waterproof the structure, to the board’s chief engineer for approval. 
Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioner McLean concurred. 


Ordered accordingly. 


APPLICATION OF THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY, UNDER SECTION 151, FOR 
AUTHORITY TO LOWER THE GRADE OF THE PORTION OF MAPLE STREET, WINNIPEG, MAN., 
LYING NORTHWARD OF THE PRODUCTION WESTERLY OF SAID MAPLE STREET OF A LINE 
DRAWN PARALLEL TO AND 26 FEET NORTH OF THE NORTHERLY LIMIT OF LOT 57, PLAN ; 

63, SUBDIVISION OF LOT 35, EAST ST. JOHN, AND SOUTH OF POINT DOUGLAS AVENUE, — 
Not AT PRESENT COVERED BY THE TRACKS AND BUILDINGS OF THE SAID CANADIAN | 
PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. ¥ 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close of r 


the hearing, November 16, 1914: 


The railway company applies to have the grade of Maple street lowered. Maple — 


street south of the Canadian Pacific property ends at the point which was the southern — 
boundary of the southern half of Point Douglas avenue, which is now the property 
of the railway company, so that Maple street runs to an end abutting on the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company’s property. To facilitate the use of its station as it will 


be when it is changed, the railway company desires to lower the grade on the north — 


end of that portion of Maple street. The only land not owned by the railway com- 
pany belongs to the Dominion Government, and we have. the consent of the Dominion 
Government to the application of the railway company. 

The city does not oppose the application on its merits. The city points out that 
this would be an excellent opportunity for providing another way from south to north 
or north to south parallel to Main street underneath the tracks of the railway com- 
pany. Between Main street and the river there are two subways, one on Rachel and 
the other at Higgins; but in addition to that they want another one. There may be 
considerable merit in what the city says, but it is no answer to the application of the 
railway company. The point before us to-day is whether or not the portion of 
Maple street in question shall be lowered, | 

It would be very much in the interests of the public to have that lowered so that 
the access to the baggage room of the new station will be convenient, and we feel that 
the application should be granted. | 

It may be that the city and railway company can get together at some future 
time for the carrying through of Maple street or some other street there; but wheth 
or not there is to be some other opening underneath the railway company’s property 
does not affect the present application. 


$ 
An order will go accordingly. ‘2 
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APPLICATION OF THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY, UNDER SECTIONS 222 Aanp 237, 
es FOR AUTHORITY TO CONSTRUCT AN ALTERATION TO EXISTING SPUR FOR THE CITY OF 
WINNIPEG ON RACHEL STREET EAST, IN LoT 49, BLOCK B, CITY OF WINNIPEG, MAN., ON 
THE APPLICANT COMPANY'S MAIN LINE, MANITOBA DIVISION. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commisioner Scorr at the close of 
the hearing, November 16, 1914: : 


When the spur was originally . authorized, the somewhat stringent conditions 
the city of Winnipeg now insists we should insert in all Winnipeg branch line orders, 
and which we do not put in orders in any other part of Canada, were not drafted and 
were not put in the order. The spur was subsequently changed by only a few feet and 
a new order became necessary, and our office, following our practice, put in the city of 
Winnipeg clauses. The Canadian Pacific pointed out that it was a Winnipeg munici- 
pality spur and was merely being changed from one location to the other, and that 
these new clauses should not apply under the present circumstances. 


We think their application should be granted, and clauses 1, 2, and 3 of that order 
will be struck out. 


Mr. Hunt: Would you vary the contract for the elimination of that clause? 


The Assistant Cuter Commissioner: No, we have nothing to do with the 
contract. 


Mr. Hunr:” Because we were forced to sign it before we could get the change. 


The Assistant Cuter Commissioner: J know. We do not justify the railway’s 
position in ‘holding up parties. 


Mr. Hunt: Because the old one was not under the same terms. 


BRAMPTON MILLING COMPANY’S SWITCHING COMPLAINT. 
Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, November 16, 1914: 
In this case the Assistant Chief Commissioner states in his memorandum: 


“Tt seems to me that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company is taking a 
d very narrow view of this matter, and I would like to issue an order permitting 
the Grand Trunk to place ears at the Milling Company’s property, notwithstand- 

ing the interswitching order.” 


_ Mr. Commissioner “McLean’s memorandum, while agreeing that the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company is taking a technical position in the matter, states that it is 
vithin its rights, and that the-provisions of the Interswitching Order apply no matter 
iow short the movement is on the Canadian Pacific Railway’s tracks. 
Under the general interswitching order the carrier that has the right or obliga- 
‘ion to perform the interswitching service is entitled to interswitching toll applicable 
0° any distance within four miles. This rate rightly or wrongly has not been graduated 
‘cording to distance by the board. It would indeed seem almost impossible to do this 
wing to the difficulty of estimating distance necessarily covered in the shunting 
peration over the complex tracks of an ordinary terminal. 

This difficulty is apparent at the threshold of the inquiry, switching conditions 
hanging as they do from time to time owing to the conditions of the yard and the 
ongestion of business, with the result that what, in view of unoccupied tracks, might 
" very simple switching operation, becomes complex and expensive when these tracks 
r 2 already ordinarily occupied. nau t 
Ph In this case the Canadian Pacific performs the switching service. The length of 
1¢ haul is very short; but there is, however, a switching service, and there can be no 
yubt whatever but that the general interswitching order applied. 
es Unless the board is prepared to make an exact graduate schedule under which short 
ovements on the one hand will receive the benefit, and longer movements on the other 
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hand be penalized, I can think of no principle which would justify the board in order- 
ing that this service should be performed without charge on the one hand, or that they 
property of the Canadian Pacific can be used without any remuneration on the other. 

Tt would be just as reasonable to say that in cases where the distance was a fraction | 
over four miles that it was a hardship on industries so situate that they could not get 
interswitching performed for them under the terms of the general order. 7 | 

A general order such as the present order is, has to start arbitrarily somewhere 
and stop arbitrarily somewhere. It is impossible to have any general regulations of 
this kind at an arbitrarily flat rate without such conditions. I do not desire to be 
“understood as approving one way or the other of the principle, or as to the fairness: 
‘of the charge either to the industries orto the carriers, who have objected very strongly 
to the charge on the ground that it does not nearly cover the cost of the service; but 


so long as the general order continues in force, so long must its provisions be given 
effect to. 


APPLICATION OF MESSRS. GILLIES BROS., LTD., OF BRAESIDE, ONTARIO, AND GEORGE E, BAKER, 
ARNPRIOR, ONTARIO, FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF INTERCHANGE TRACKS FOR THE PUR- 
POSE OF INTERCHANGING CARS BETWEEN THE C.P.R. AND G.T.R. AT ARNPRIOR, ONTARIO. 


Judgment, Commissioner McLuan, November 25, 1914: 

Gillies Bros. are not located at Arnprior but at Braeside, a station on the Cana- 
dian Pacitic Railway’s main line 3-2 miles west of Arnprior. Mr. Baker who supported 
the application of Gillies Bros. is engaged in the manufacture of brick and tile. He 
estimates that if an interchange track is put in and interswitching provided for that 
he will have about fifty cars per annum for Grand Trunk points. His plant is located 
about one mile from the Grand Trunk line. At present there is a haul of about @ 
mile and a quarter from the plant to the Grand Trunk and Mr. Baker states that if 
would be very convenient to him to be able to load both Grand Trunk cars an¢ 
Canadian Pacitic Railway cars at the one siding. The application of Gillies Bros. ii 
pressed owing to the fact that, on account of their present arrangement in regard 
transportation, they are at a disadvantage jn shipping to points on the Grand Trua! 
as compared with shippers on that railway who have a one line haul to the sam 
points. The only firm in Arnprior having a private siding is the McLachlin Bros 
Lumber Company. This company has already connection with both railways. . 

Under section 285 of the Railway Act the board may, where a branch line of on 
railway joins or connects the line or lines of such railway with another, entertain a 
application for interchange facilities over said track where the application is made b 
a railway company, 4 municipal corporation or other public body. The applicatio 
now before the board falls within the scope of section 228 which deals inter alia wit 
a situation “ where the line or tracks of one railway are intersected or crossed f 
those of another.” Under this section the board may order that the tracks snall a 
connected. The tracks of the Qanadian Pacific and of the Grand Trunk intersect | 
Arnprior. Under this section the board has a wider discretion as to parties applical 
for, in addition to the provisions as to application set out in section 285, provision 
made in section 228 for an application being entertained from “ any person oT perso} 
interested.” 

The question is raised as to whether there is such a public interest as will justi 
an interchange track being installed. In general the applications which have coz 
before the board have been concerned with cases in which such a number of industri 
or applicants were involved as to show that there was a substantial public intere 
In the present application there is in reality only one industry concerned for, t 
application of Baker +s not very seriously pressed. But whether the application 
made by one or. by many it is the question of public interest which must justify 4 

sntervention of the board. That is to say before it grants the relief the board mi 
be satisfied that there is a substantial public interest to be served thereby. " 


ES of (erat 
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? The town of Arnprior does not ask for the installation but by resolution, on file, it 
states that it is agreeable to the installation of the interchange track provided: that the 
law as to blocking of crossings is complied with; and that the railway companies 
interested keep all highway crossings of the interchange track in a proper state of 
repair. . 

The Grand Trunk supports the application and states its willingness to bear half 
of the cost of construction and maintenance. ‘ 
__ Were the application one which arose under section 285 a valid objection that 
there was a lack of public interest might be taken on the ground that the present appli- 
cant did not fall within the categories of parties applicant set out in the section. But 
as has been indicated section 228 is so worded as to permit an application to be made by 
an individual. 
fh Objection is taken by the Canadian Pacific to the granting of the order asked for. 
‘It is stated that Gillies Brothers are in no different position from any shipper located at 
a local point on the railway; and that they obtain no different treatment. Objection is 
also taken to opening up the connection asked for on the ground that it would deflect 
from the Canadian Pacific to the Grand Trunk traffic which would otherwise move 
exclusively on the Canadian Pacific. This objection might of course be taken in any 
ease where an order for an interchange is made; for under such condition there will 
always be some dislocation of traffic. 

The applicants ship about 2,000 cars of lumber per annum; fifty per cent of this 
output being for domestic consumption. 

_. The application is apparently the first of its kind to come before the board, for, 
while the applicants are within the limits as to distance laid down by the interswitching 
order, they are not located at Arnprior where the interchange is asked for. 
The application falls squarely within section 228.’ Since under that section the 
board may entertain an application from an individual the only question concerned is 
whether it is justifiable to grant the application. It is apparent there will be a move- 
ment, important in amount which will reach a wider market if the interchange is 
granted. Without the facility afforded by the interchange this movement will be 
hampered. The objection of the Canadian Pacific regarding the deflection of traffic has 
already been referred to. It does not appear probable that there will be any appreciable 
reciprocal traffic advantage to it for some time at least from obtaining a Grand Trunk 
connection at this point. In the London case Grand Trunk Railway Company v, 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company and city of London 6 O.R.C, 381, it was said :— 


.“The provisions of the Railway Act which require railway companies thus 

to interchange traffic at connecting points are introduced, not for the purpose 
ly of benefiting one railway company at the expense of another, but solely in the 
a interest of the public.” 
i 
isa Section 228 authorized the board to“... . determine by what company. or com- 
panies, or other corporations or persons, and in what proportions, the cost of making 
ind maintaining any such connection shall be borne... .” 
_. The board has, where a considerable number of industries have been interested in 
the application, divided the cost between the railways. In the present case, while the 
interchange will be, as already indicated, in the public interest, Gillies Brothers have . 
@ predominating special interest in obtaining the facility. They should, therefore, 
) ontribute to the cost. 
The cost of construction should be borne in equal portions by the Grand Trunk and , 
le applicants, Gillies Brothers. Agreement should be arrived at between the parties 
ether payment is to be made in cash by applicants on estimate of cost, or on comple- 
on of work and account rendered; or whether payment is to be secured by the putting 
p of a bond. Order is not to issue until the board is informed of the arrangement in 


‘is respect arrived at. 
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Cost of maintenance and cost of such protection, if any, as may be ordered by the 
board in respect of any portion of the interchange track should be borne by the Grand | 
Trunk. If the Canadian Pacific and the Grand Trunk do not agree within fifteen days — 
to accept the plan submitted by the applicants, the Grand Trunk shall thereafter submit — 
a plan to the Canadian Pacific, and any points of disagreement existing between the 
parties, if an agreement is not arrived at within fifteen days from the submission of / 
such plan by the Grand Trunk, shall be settled by an engineer of the board. The plan in 
either event is to be approved by the board. The necessary materials and the work of — 
construction to be supplied and done by the Grand Trunk. 

Concurred in by Chief Commissioner Drayton, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott 
and Commissioner Goodeve. 


COMPLAINT OF C. W. OZIAS, et al., re PROPOSED CLOSING OF CANADIAN PACIFIO RAILWAY 
STATION AT MAZEPPA, ALBERTA, 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr at the close of 
the hearing, November 26, 1914: , 


In this case the board is of the opinion that the agent should be maintained. 
We have fixed an arbitrary amount of $15,000 as the revenue which a railway 
company should derive at a station to warrant us in ordering the maintenance of an 
agent. Of course, that is an arbitrary figure. Nevertheless we must have some 
figure, and after a good deal of thought that was the figure determined by the board. 

From the statement put in by the railway company of its earnings for the twelvel 
months ending the 30th of October last, their total revenue at this station was 
$20,146.71, not. counting express. The express is a small amount, about $35 a month. 
If we take the last two months, September and October, the average is more than 
$15,000. Even if we take October alone, adding in $35 for.express, it brings it up, 
to $15,000 per annum. 

On these facts the request of the company to be permitted to remove the agent 
is refused. 4 : 

Of course, it is open to the company at any future date to make a further applica- 
tion if the conditions warrant it. 


APPLICATION OF THE TOWN OF COURTENAY, B.C., FOR AN ORDER DIRECTING THE ESQUIMALT AND 
NANAIMO’ RAILWAY COMPANY TO PERMIT THE PROVINCIAL GOVERNMENT TO MAKE A 
ROAD FROM THE COMPANY’S FREIGHT SHED IN A NORTH-WESTERLY DIRECTION TO THE 

LAKE TRAIL, A DISTANCE APPROXIMATELY OF 900 FEET SO AS TO OBVIATE THE HAUL NOT 
NECESSARY FROM THE LAKE TRAIL ROAD TO THE FREIGHT SHED OF APPROXIMATELY 

5,700 FEET, 


é 
5 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr at the close of 
the hearing, December 2, 1914. 


The applicant is asking that they be given the temporary right to construct a 
highway from the railway company’s freight sheds northerly to connect with Union 
street. The railway company has a road from its freight sheds southerly connecting 
with Cumberland road. 

It is quite apparent that the applicants desire, not facilities to get to oF 
from the railway company’s sheds from the north, so much as a highway 
to be used for highway purposes, quite irrespective of railway purposes, connecting 
Union street with Cumberland. In other words, they want the railway company 
supply the right of way for a municipal highway. They say it is only to be used 
temporarily. ‘Uhe railway company says that once a highway is established there 
and money spent. on it, in all probability they will be saddled with a highway throws 
their property for all time. 6 


. \ 
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I think the railway company is right. If the highway got established there the 
chances are it would remain a highway, and the railway would have a great deal of 
difficulty in getting rid of it. 

This is not a case where the compulsory powers of the board should be invoked. 
If the municipality or the government desires this privilege from the railway company, 
it is a matter which the railway company might give by agreement in some amicable 
arrangement, but it is not a matter which we would order. The application is dis- 
missed. 


APPLICATION OF THE HAMILTON STREET RAILWAY COMPANY FOR PERMISSION TO CROSS THE 
TRACKS OF THE GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY'S MAIN LINE ON KENILWORTH 
AVENUE, TOWNSHIP OF BARTON, 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, December 2, 1914: 

"4 The application was heard at a sitting of the board held in Hamilton on April 
23, 1914. 
The street railway company, in its application, filed by-law No. 883 of the town-_ 
ship-of Barton, which recites, among other things, that the street railway company 
_ applied to the township for leave to extend its railway over certain highways, and 
grants permission and authority for its construction along the road allowance between 
lots 2 and 3, in the first and second concessions of the township, otherwise known as 
Kenilworth avenue, from the northerly limit of the base line between the Broken Front 
and the first concession of the township, to the northerly limit of the second conces- 
sion in the township, otherwise known as Barton street. 

The main line of the Grand Trunk Railway crosses Kenilworth avenue within 
these limits. 

The application is also supported, eal indeed required, by by-law No. 1480 of the 
city of Hamilton, which approved the agreement entered into between the applicant 
company and the city of Hamilton, of date March 10, 1913. 

The agreement approved recites that, in the opinion of the council of the corpora- 
tion of the city of Hamilton, it is desirable that street railway service be provided on 
‘the streets in the agreement mentioned; that negotiations had taken place between 
the city and the applicant company with a view to obtaining these extensions; and 
that the applicant company had agreed to construct the street railway line referred 
to, if the necessary consent could be obtained from the township of Barton and from 
_the county of Wentworth. 

It may be noted that no interest of the county in the street question has been 

disclosed, and that the applicant company has proceeded without such consent, which 


.would appear to be unnecessary. 
The agreement, besides providing for construction and maintenance, contains 


the following provisions: <b 
i “410. The city corporation shall assist the street railway company in an 
2. application to be made to the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada for 
‘ a subway beneath the main line tracks of the Grand Trunk Railway Company 
ma at Kenilworth avenue, for vehicular, street railway, and pedestrian traffic; and 
ie -the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada shall be asked to apportion 
2 the cost of this work between all parties interested.” 


é The Grand Trunk Railway Company contended that no portion whatever of the 

cost should be placed upon that company, that the cost not only of construction but 

of maintenance for all time should be placed upon the applicant company. 

The answer to the application filed by the city of Hamilton points out, among 

Wether things, that Kenilworth avenue lies within the township of Barton; that Barton 
_ township has a large population; and that the street railway in question is mainly. 
or the accommodation of residents of that portion of the township lying east of 


é, 
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Hamilton. It also points out that, owing to the increased traffic on the main line of 
the Grand Trunk, the highway crossing in question has been rendered very dangerous 
to the public; and that, should a subway be ordered by the board, the Grand Trunk 
should be ordered to pay a large portion of the cost, as should the township of Barton. 
At the hearing, all parties interested were represented. The right that the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company had on Kenilworth avenue was to cross it with two 
lines; but by an order of the board made on the consent of the city of Hamilton in 
the year 1907, the railway company was authorized to lay two additional tracks over 
the crossing in question, one of the tracks extending from a point west of Victoria 
avenue in Hamilton to what is described as Gage’s spur at or near the eastern limits 
of the city; the other track extending from an unnamed street situate about midway | 
between Wentworth street and Sherman avenue to Gage’s spur, which spur is shown . 
on the plan to lie some 900 feet to the east of Kenilworth avenue. | 
d 
. 
} 
h 
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Paragraph 2 of the order is as follows :— 


“Should any further protection be at any time hereafter ordered at any 
of the streets crossed by such additional tracks (with the exception of Victoria 
avenue, as to which there is an order of the Railway Committee of the Privy — 
Council, dated July 8, 1891), the Grand Trunk is to install gates, including — 
necessary house or tower, and maintain the same; to hire necessary watchman , 
to operate the same; and the city shall pay to the Grand Trunk monthly one- — 
half the:cost of such watchman’s wages.” , j 


The order as issued was settled and signed by the respective solicitors for the city 
and the railway company. 

The interest of the township of Barton in the road seems to have been entirely 
overlooked. Probably the enlarged railway facilities were necessary because of the — 
constantly increasing traffic in Hamilton, and were required by the city in the interest — 
of its merchants; and that, in consideration of the larger question, the exact boundary 
of Hamilton was lost sight of. That boundary has been growing to. the east; it now — 
extends to Kenilworth avenue, on the north of the Grand Trunk main line tracks, é 
where it recedes a distance of some 2,600 feet to Ottawa street, continuing southerly — 
on Ottawa street until the grounds of the Hamilton Jockey Club are passed—a 
distance of some 1,250 feet, from which point it is again extended to Kenilworth — 
avenue. Manifestly the only reason for the jog was the fact of its being thought that — 
it would be a burden on the large and unimproved property of the Jocky Club, to — 
throw it inside of the city limits and subject it to city taxation. i 

Whatever the legal boundaries may be, the land lying immediately to the east ; 
of Kenilworth avenue is urban in character, has been cut up into building lots, and is — 
now used to a greater or less extent by those who are employed in the city. . | 

Apart from the actual legal limits of the boundaries, there is but little difference | 
in character, between that part of the township adjacent.to Kenilworth avenue, in — 
the neighbourhood in question, and the similar section of Hamilton itself. Doubtless 
it is for these reasons that the township’s interests were entirely overlooked by the 
parties when the agreement embodied in the order of 1907 was arrived at. J 

There seems, however, to be no doubt, but that the part of the street where the 
subway is applied for is actually in the township; indeed Mr. Farmer, who appeared — 
for the township, so admitted, although he contended that the whole question was one 
which concerned Hamilton and the extension of the Hamilton Street Railway System, 
rather than one which concerned the township. 

The railway company has but three lines crossing Kenilworth avenue; and, 
having regard to its own and the present highway traffic it submitted that as yet there 
is no necessity whatever for a subway; that any necessity which may now arise is 
wholly due to the proposed street railway construction; and, hence, that the matter of 
cost is one entirely for the municipalities and the street railway company. 
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The company also relied on statistics for 24 hours ending at 7 a.m., March 7, 
showing that only 17 vehicles and 381 passengers on foot passed over the crossing. 
While this estimate as to that particular day is doubtless correct, highway traffie will 
undoubtedly increase with the improvement of the highway and the development of the 
district consequent on the extension of the street railway system. 

The railway company also pointed out that, while in 1904 there were 39 trains a 
day, at the present time there are only 31 trains, the trainloads now being heavier. 
than formerly. , 

I do not know at what speed trains were formerly operated over the crossing. 
To-day they are operated at a high rate of speed. Mr. McCallum, the city engineer, 
places it at 60 miles an hour. Possibly this estimate is a little high; but I have no 
doubt that, as a matter of fact, trains on this main line do run at a speed of 40 miles 
and upwards. 

It is idle to contend that, under such circumstances, a double track street railway, 
with cars running as they will at comparatively short intervals, can be carried across 

the railway tracks on the level without serious jeopardy both to the rolling stock 
and to the public who use the crossing. By “the public” I mean not only that 
portion of the public who will travel in the street cars and on the highway, but 
~ also on the railway itself. 

On the board rests the duty of determining the protection which should be pro- 
vided at the crossing which is asked for; and it may specifically direct that one 

line or track, or one set of lines or tracks, be carried over or under the other. 

I think there is no doubt but that the street railway and the city had agreed upon 
a proper and feasible solution of the question, and that the crossing should be effected 
by means of a subway. 

As it developed at the hearing that the question of annexing to the city that 
part of the township which would be benefited by the new line was under consideration, 
and that petitions under the Municipal Act requiring such annexation had been filed, 

the question of the distribution of cost was not settled at the hearing, but was left 

over to enable the parties interested to determine whether or not the territory would 
be annexed; but the board was of the opinion that, in the meantime, the subway, as 
asked for by the Street Railway Company, might be constructed and that work thereon 
might proceed without delay. 

Some questions have since arisen as to what the subway entails. The work should 

_be constructed so as to allow—after whatever street pavement the municipality desires 
to adopt has been laid—a clear headroom of 14 feet between the highest point of the 
road surface and the lowest point of the overhead structure. 
| The subway.plans call for approaches with a grade of 3 per cent. The usual 
_ practice calls for a grade not steeper than 5 per cent; so if the municipality desires to 
cut the grade of its streets to 3 per cent instead of 5 per cent, it may do so; but, 
following the decision in the Yonge Street Case, Toronto and other cases, the board 
consistently decides that the extra cost, over and above what a construction, with a 
5 per cent grade would have entailed, must be borne entirely by the municipality. 
_. So far as the street railway is concerned, it does not desire a better grade than 5 
per cent; and the railway company strongly objects to paying for a better grade than 
what is called for by the statute. 
“ The right of way of the Grand Trunk is 100 feet wide. The plans which were 
prepared by the city, showing the proposed subway, do not extend it across this 100 
feet; they show merely sufficient accommodation on the deck of the subway, that 
portion in which the railway company is interested, to accomrhodate four tracks. 
$4 Under the order already referred to, the right of the railway company to construct 
across the street is limited to four tracks. The city in its plans has gone as far as 
ean be required of it; and, if the Grand Trunk finds that it is necessary to utilize 
‘the whole of its right of way, and requires, or thinks it will require in the near 
future, a subway with a deck of 100 feet, instead of that now proposed by the city— 
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while I think the railway company is entitled to have it—the extra cost must be 
borne by the railway company. This extra must cover not only the additional length 
of the retaining walls and deck surface, but also the expenditure for additional land — 
or consequent damage, if any, which may be incident to the extension. 

The proceedings for annexation have not been carried out; and the city has asked 
that the cost of the subway be apportioned among the companies and corporations 
liable. 

The Lords of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council have since issued their 
judgment on the appeal of the British Columbia Electric Railway Company, Limited, 
against the city of Vancouver and the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway and 
Navigation Company. 

Opportunity was given the parties to file written arguments on the question of the 
board’s jurisdiction to apportion costs, in view of this judgment. 

Not only owing to the importance of-the question to municipalities, and provincial 
and Dominion railways but also because of the existence of dangerous grade crossings, — 
the abolition of which will be difficult, if indeed possible in case the whole cost should 
be placed upon Dominion companies as well as on account of the amount which may be 
involved in this ease, I propose to deal somewhat fully with the issue raised. 

For ease of reference, the arguments submitted by the parties are now set out. That — 
of the township of Barton is as follows:— 


“4. The application herein was made by the Hamilton Street Railway Com- 
pany. 
“9 Their formal application is dated January 23, 1914, and is as follows :— 


“ Hamitton, January 23, 1914. 


“Tur Boarp of Ramway CoMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA, APPLICATION Nov. ae 
“The Hamilton Street Railway Company hereby applies to the board for 

an order, under section 227 of the Railway Act, for permission to cross the 
tracks of the Grand Trunk Railway (main line), on Kenilworth avenue, in the — 
township of Barton, county of Wentworth, as shown on plan and profile No. 525, 
and according to the provisions of section 10 of By-law No. 1480 of the city of 
Hamilton, arid By-law No. 883 of the township of Barton, copies of which are 
submitted herewith, and for an order apportioning the cost of same between all 
parties interested. ‘ . 


“HAMILTON STREET RAILWAY COMPANY, 
“Epw. P. CoLEMAN, 


f 


“ General Manager. 
“ A.D. Cartwricut, Esq., Secretary, ; 
“ Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada, 
“ Ottawa, Ontario. 


“3 The Street Railway Company’s application was made pursuant to a 
agreement made between the Street Railway Company and the city of Hamilton 
on the 10th of March, 1913, in which the city of Hamilton agreed (paragraph 10) 
to assist the Street Railway Company in an application to be made to this boa 
for a subway beneath the main line tracks of the Grand Trunk Railway o 
Kenilworth avenue. The application was therefore really made by the Hamil 
Street Railway Company and the city of Hamilton. Both these corporatio 
have therefore invoked and have submitted to the jurisdiction of this board. 

“4 The keynote of the judgment of the Privy Council in the Briti 
Columbia Electric Railway Company case is expressed by Lord Moulton in t 
words—‘ It following, therefore, that the application was a matter between t 
corporation and the railway company alone, the tramway company was entitl 
to be present to see that its interests were not prejudiced by any order whi 
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might affect injuriously property belonging to it. But the application was not 
made against it nor was it asking any privilege from the railway board so that 
its presence did not give to the railway board any jurisdiction to make this 
order against it.’ 

_“ The township of Barton has made no application nor is it asking for any 
privilege from the Railway Board. The street railway company did make the 
application. The property in the township of Barton in the vicinity of the 
proposed subway will be injuriously affected owing to change of grade by the 
construction of the subway and not benefited by it. Already one property 
owner at least, Traiton L. Moore, has made a claim before this board for com- 
pensation and is opposing the application. 

“5. The Hamilton Street Railway Company, in its further answer of July 
29, 1914, insists that the order is not made under section 59 of the Railway Act. | 
Its formal application was under section 227 of the Act. If the order is not 
made under section 59 of the Railway Act, then it follows under the Privy 
Council judgment that this board has no jurisdiction to compel the township 
of Barton to pay any portion of the cost of the subway. 

“6. If the board has no jurisdiction to compel the street railway company 
to pay a share of the cost under section 59, then it can have no jurisdiction to 
compel the township of Barton to pay any portion of the cost thereof. On the 
other hand, if the board has jurisdiction to compel the township of Barton to 
pay a share of the cost, then it also has jurisdiction to compel the Hamilton 
Street Railway Company to pay a share of such cost. 

“7. The application herein is made under section 227 of the Railway Act as 
appears by the street railway company’s formal application above set out. It 
is therefore submitted that the railway companies alone can be compelled under 
this section to pay the cost of this subway and that the board’s jurisdiction is 
a confined to adjusting the proportion of the cost as between the Grand Trunk 

Railway Company and the Hamilton Street Railway Company. The Hamilton 
Street Railway Company is within the jurisdiction of the board because it has 
made the application and the Grand Trunk Railway is within the jurisdiction 

because it is a Dominion railway corporation. 
“8. It is therefore submitted on the proper construction of the judgment 
N of the Privy Council in the British Columbia Electric Railway Company case 
4 that the board has no jurisdiction to compel the township of Barton to pay 
: any portion of the costs of this subway; that the board has jurisdiction to 
compel the applicants, the Hamilton Street Railway Company and the Grand 
4 Trunk Railway, to pay the cost of the subway; and that that is the only juris- 
diction which the board has in this matter, unless the city of Hamilton is.also 
liable as being in fact a joint applicant under its agreement with the street 

railway company.” 
The argument made on behalf of the street railway company is as follows :— 


“14. The order in this case seems to be similar to the order made in the case 
of British Columbia Electric Railway and Vancouver, Victoria, and Eastern. 
Railway, as it is asking the street railway company to contribute to the cost 
of construction of an underground crossing as part of a municipal highway. 

“9. Tf it is sufficient to relieve the Hamilton Street Railway from paying 
any portion of the cost of the said crossing to point out that the order is not 
made under section 59 of the Railway Act, it is submitted that the said order 
was not made under section 59, and that under section 227 no mention is made 
of the apportionment of cost. 

“3. Tf an order is made making the street railway pay any portion of the 
cost, it is submitted there can be no other justification but that when the crossing 
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is completed the street railway will have the right to use it as well as private 
citizens. 

“Tn answer to that, the street railway would say, as was stated by Counsel 
before the board, that the company are ready and willing to drop the extension, 
and that further, the entire extension was planned and is being executed solely 
at the urgent request of the city, and that evidence proving this can be readily 
obtained if the board desires evidence along these lines, and that the application 
is really the city’s application and made by the street railway in compliance with 
the terms of their by-law at the city’s request. 

“4 Tt is also submitted that the by-law permitting the street railway to 
operate in the city of Hamilon expires in 1928, and that it is doubtful whether 
the amount that the street railway would have to pay toward the underground 
crossing (if any), could be added to the value of the street railway in 1928, if 
the city then see fit to exercise its privilege of taking over the street railway. 

“ Section 15 of by-law 624 of the city of Hamilton: 

“The privileges granted by this by-law shall extend until the 22nd day of 
December, 1928, but at the expiration thereof, the corporation of the city of 
Hamilton may, after giving six months notice prior to the expiration of the. 
said term of their intention to assume the ownership of the railway, and all real 

_ and personal property in connection with the working thereof, on payment of 
their value, to be determined by arbitration; and in case the said corporation 
should fail in exercising the right of assuming the ownership of the said railway 
at the date aforesaid, the privileges granted by this by-law shall continue, but the 
said corporation may, at the expiration of every five years to elapse after the 
said date, exercise the same right of assuming the ownership of the said railway 
and of all real and personal estate thereto appertaining, after one year’s notice 
to be given preceding the expiration of every fifth year as aforesaid, and on 
payment of their value to be determined by arbitration; and any arbitaration 
under this clause shall be subject to the provisions of the Municipal Act and of 
the Acts respecting arbitrations and references, and the arbitrators shall have 
all the powers of arbitrators appointed under the said Acts, and each party shall 
pay half the costs of the arbitration ; and in any such arbitration the valuation of 
the company’s property shall be made upon the basis of the actual value thereof, 
without regard to the way in which it is being used and employed, or the net 
revenue received therefrom, and any contribution made by the city to the cost 
of the railway shall be taken into consideration.’ 

“» Tt is submitted even if the board has jurisdiction to charge any portion 
of the cost to the street railway, that it is not fair that it should do so.” 


In answer to these arguments, the city of Hamilton relies on paragraphs 1, 2, and 
10 of the agreement already referred to. 

Paragraph 10 has already been set out in this judgment, while paragraphs 1 and 2 
contain the agreement of the Street Railway Company to lay the line in question, 
the application of the company to construct the line being absolute not only to build 
the work but to build it within 16 months from the time fixed by the city engineer 
for the commencement of the work, with the exception that in calculating the period 
of 16 months, the months of December, January, February and March, and the first 
15 days of April should not be counted, nor any time that might be lost during the 
operation by causes beyond the control of the Street Railway Company, such as hear- 
ings and proceedings of the Board of Railway Commissioners, delay in putting streets 
to be occupied in proper condition, strikes, and questions arising with the township 
of Barton or the county of Wentworth as to the right to use Kenilworth avenue. 

The Grand Trunk Railway Company’s submissions were that, as the Street Rail- 
way Company is here the applicant, the judgment in the British Columbia case, which 
proceeded entirely under the peculiar circumstances of that case, was not applicable. 
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‘.The municipalities as well as railways subject to provincial jurisdiction have been 
directed to contribute to works of this character, not only by the board but also by 
the railway committee of the Privy Council, whose duties are now performed by the 
board. Jurisdiction was conferred on the Railway Committee of the Privy Council 
subject to sanction of the Governor-in-Council, by the Act amending the Consolidated 
Railway Act of 1879, the amending statute being 47 Vic., chap. 11, sec. 3. Under this 
section, which included, among other powers, the right to order that streets be carried 
either over or under the railway by means of an arch or bridge, instead of crossing 
the same on the level, the jurisdiction of the railway committee was confined to works 
which appeared to it expedient or unnecessary for the public safety and the direct 
power was conferred by the Act to apportion the cost of the work between the railway 
company and any other corporation or person interested therein as should appear to 
the committee to be just and reasonable, 

The provision is continued in substance, although somewhat changed in form, by 
“The Railway Act” R.S.C. 1886, sec. 74. It may be noted that the right to apportion 
cost now reads between the company, that is the railway company, and any person 
interested therein, (i.e. the work), as appears to the railway committee just and rea- 
sonable, the words “ other corporation or” being dropped in the new section. These 
provisions are re-enacted in the Railway Act of 1888 as sections 187 and 188. 

No change was made in the statute until the Railway Act of 1903 was passed, 
as a consequence of which the Railway Board takes the place of the railway committee 
of i Privy Council. The first material section of the Act is section 47, which reads 
as follows: 


“When the board, in the exercise of any power vested in it by this Act, or 
the Special Act, in and by any order directs any structure, appliances, equip- 
ment, works, renewals, or repairs to be provided, constructed, reconstructed, 
altered, installed, operated, used or maintained, it may order by what company, 
municipality, or person, interested or affected by such order, as the case may 
be, and when or within what time, and upon what terms and conditions as to 
the payment of compensation or otherwise, and under what supervision, the 
same shall be provided, constructed, reconstructed, altered, installed, operated, 
used or maintained;’and the board may order by whom, in what proportion, 
and when, the cost and expenses of providing, constructing, reconstructing, 
altering, installing and executing such structures, equipment, works, renewals, 
or repairs, or the supervision (if any), or the continued operation, use or main- 
tenance of the same, or of otherwise complying with such order, shall be paid.” 


And sections 186 and 187, deal specifically with the powers of the board, having regard 
to either existing or proposed crossings of highways by railways. Under these new 
sections, the board should deal with questions arising under them, having regard to the 
protection, safety and convenience of the public. Under the prior legislation public 
safety only was the controlling consideration. Owing to the fact that the immediate 
necessity for the elimination of the grade crossing in this case is the proposed con- 
struction of the tracks of the street railway company, a provincial company, reference 
is made to sections 7 and 177. The effect of these sections is to place the local company 
under the jurisdiction of the board in so far as its crossing over the tracks of a 
Dominion company is concerned, with the right to direct that the tracks of one com- 
pany be carried over those of the other. 

In the Railway Act of 1906, section 47 becomes section 59, and sections 186 and 
187 become sections 237 and 238 respectively. Sections 7 and 177 as re-drafted become . 
sections 8 and 227. 

Sestions 237 and 238\were repealed by 8-9 Edward VII, chapter 32, sections 4 and 
5, and new sections substituted therefor. These sections have not been since amended. 
The effect of the change is, in the first instance, to make it clear that the sections 
apply to projected as well as to existing highways or railways, the word “ existing” 
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qualifying the words “highway” and “railway” being omitted and the word “any” 
inserted in its stead. The new section is extended in terms to the railway itself, so 
that railways may be carried over, along, or under highways and that railways may be 
diverted, and the direct right is given the board to consider not only the danger of 
obstruction arising from the particular crossing under consideration, but also in 
connection with any existing crossing. The change seems to be a change to render 
clear the jurisdiction of the board to order works such as the board ordered in the 
Toronto viaduct case (C.P. Ry. Co. v. Toronto, 1911, A.C. 461), where not only had 
the railway to be diverted, but the question as to danger at any one crossing had to be 
considered in connection with other existing crossings, and a solution applicable not 
to any one crossing but to a whole district had to be evolved. 

The new section 238 makes these new provisions of the Act apply to crossings 
already constructed. Subsection 3 of the new section is not to be found in the previous 
Act. Its provisions are:— 


“3. Notwithstanding anything in this Act, or in any other Act, the board 
may, subject to the provisions of section 238A of this Act, order what portion, 
if any, of cost is to be borne respectively by the company, municipal or other 
corporation, or person in respect of any order made by the board under this or 
the preceding section, and such order shall be binding on and enforcible against 
any railway company, municipal or other corporation, or person named in such 
order.” 


This section is very similar to the provisions of the Act of 1884 (47 Vic., ch. 11, 
s. 8), empowering the Railway Committee of the Privy Council to apportion the cost, 
except that “other corporation or person” in the old section must be interested in the 
improvement before it or he can be called upon to contribute. As it occurs to me, 
no jurisdiction could, or indeed should, be taken over\ any municipality, corporation, 
or person not interested in or affected by the works ordered, the powers of the board 
under section 59 are not as a matter of fact enlarged. 

The Dominion Parliament has, in my opinion, no jurisdiction over municipalities 
or provincial companies in cases where interest in the works ordered does not exist. 
There is no power in the Dominion enabling it to require municipalities or provincial 
companies generally to contribute to the cost of works contemplated, or to pass laws | 
affecting provincial corporations of any kind as such. The authorities do not go 
further than decide that, the precautions adopted being necessary, there is nothing 
ultra vires in the ancillary power conferred by the section to make an equitable 
adjustment of the expenses among the corporations or companies interested. 

T am of the opinion that the judgment of the Privy Council in the Vancouver 
case is not a judgment of general’ application, as has been contended. It does not 
decide that provincial railway companies or inferentially that municipalities may 
not be called upon to contribute to the cost of works ordered under sections 287 and 
238 of the Act, although it would appear to be. clear that, in so far as provincial rail- 
ways are concerned, the appropriate sections are 8 and 227. R 

The judgment is not a finding that the legislation of the Dominion affecting muni- 
cipal corporations and provincial railways, regarding the question of safety, convenience, 
and protection at crossings of highways by Dominion railways or vice versa, is ultra 
vires of its ancillary powers. The case is undoubtedly authority for the proposition, 
that the board has no jurisdiction to consent to the municipality making a highway 
improvement and ordering that a provincial line contribute to the cost thereof. I 
think it may be said to determine that no local railway company can be subjected to 
any part of the cost of works which the board does not find to be necessary to remove 
a danger created in whole or in part by the crossing of a provincial line by a 
Dominion line. 

Here there is no ground for contention that the subway in question is built © 
merely as a matter cf highway improvement.’ At present, the highway is level or 
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practically so. The subway, while relieving highway traffic from the danger of a 
“crossing, creates new grades, and to that extent constitutes an impediment to street 
traffic. 

3 Construing the judgment in the British Columbia case as I do, it is necessary to 
consider the general principle applicable. 

. The rights-of-way of railway companies, whether Dominion or provincial, are in 

a sense public highways, and have-often been so considered. They are both subject to 
the same public right. They are public conveniences differing in degree only and not 
in principle from toll roads, a direct payment having to be made by the public for the 
right to pass over any of them. In so far as the ordinary municipal highway is 
concerned, there is, of course, no toll, because the public contributes out of the general 
fund or through special assessments under the appropriate local improvement clauses 
to the construction and maintenance of the highway. 

The mere existence of junctions or crossings of these respective eles consti- 
tute no danger in itself; the danger is that which results from conflict of traffic or 

use. 

I find that the practice of the board in the past has been directed entirely to the 
consideration of the question in accordance with this principle: no orders for special 
protection have been made as the result of the mere existence of crossings; the conclud- 
‘ing factor in each case has been the amount of traffic, its character, and the surround- 
ing conditions which might make the use of the crossing unduly dangerous. 

In the case of the Toronto Suburban crossing of the Grand Trunk (the Toronto 
Suburban being a local line), the principle was perhaps extended by the late Chief 
Commissioner who, on the local company establishing that, while the number of cars 
passing on its line had decreased, the traffic on the Dominion line had materially 
increased, changed the basis of contribution to the safety devices maintained, by 
revising the share of the cost of maintenance which the previous order had placed upon 
the local company. 

The principle on which cost has been divided seems to be, at least in part, that 
the companies or municipalities contributing to the common danger which is obviated 
or minimized, should contribute in proportion, with the modification that, where con- 
ditions of traffic have not changed much since the original right of crossing accrued, 
priority of title at the point of crossing ‘is taken into account. The practice that has 
obtained also, to some extent at least, probably rests on the fact that, with the admitted 
danger at many crossings in the country, where, in some instances the highway con- 
struction is prior to and in other cases subsequent to that of the railway it would be 
impossible to eliminate the danger, if the whole cost were placed upon the Dominion 
company; while, on the other hand, it is undoubtedly a great advantage to munici- 
Ppalities to obtain the elimination of dangerous crossings. 

a The question, however, is not what ought to be done, but is one of jurisdiction. 
The Dominion legislation has been sustained by the courts on more than one occasion 
when it has been invoked for the purpose of supporting or creating a liability on a 
‘municipal corporation. In re Canadian Pacific Railway Company and county and 
township of York (1898), 25 A. R. (Ontario) 65; Toronto vs. Grand Trunk Railway 
Company (1906), 37 S. CO. R. 232: Canadian Pacifie Railway Company vs. Toronto 
(1906), 7 O.R.O. 274, and (1908) Appeal Cases 54. 
_ Although provincial railways have in turn been ordered by the Board to contribute 
to the-cost of protection at crossings of their lines by Dominion railways, not only 
where their line has been built on a private right-of-way, but also on public highways, 
the jurisdiction of the board to make such orders does not seem to have been challenged 
until the question was brought up in the Vancouver ¢ase. 
On the broad question of Dominion jurisdiction, there would seem to be no reason 
hy the local municipality deriving no direct revenue or benefit from the traffic on its 
Boiss, should be subject to Dominion legislation compelling it to contribute to the 
cost of protecting that traffic from the danger incident to the operation of a Dominion 
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line, if at the same time such legislation is wltra vires as against the Provincial Rail-__ 
way Company whose revenues are in part derived from its traffic operations which, as 
a result of the same legislation, become protected. 

That general question, however, need not be pursued to an ultimate end in this case: - 
The local railway company is desirous of getting a crossing. If it were applying for a 
crossing on its own private right-of-way, its application would be granted only on 
condition that it constructed at its own cost a subway sufficient to carry its tracks under 
the Dominion Railway. 

Note in re attorney general of the province of Alberta v. the attorney general 
of the Dominion of Canada, et al. (1914), 31 ‘Times Law Reports, 32. 

The mere fact that it desires its crossing along the line of the public highway 
cannot, in my view, detract from the right of the board to determine how the crossing 
shall be effected, or at whose expense. Indeed, the only question at all open is that 
of expense, as the local company itself considers the subway necessary and asks for it. 

On the other hand, simply because a subway is necessary for the purposes of the 
local line, it would be manifestly unfair to saddle that company with the cost of a 
subway sufficient not only for its purposes but for highway traffic. 

Perhaps it would not be out of place to point out the manner in which the board, _ 
a Dominion creation, has dealt and should deal with matters ‘affecting not only Dom- 
inion corporations but municipal and provincial interests where, as in this case, it 
becomes necessary. 

The controlling interest recognized by the board is that: of the public, irrespective 
entirely of the accident whether that preponderating interest is either represented by 
or supports a Dominion or provincial company. 

‘The question as to whether or not railway crossings should or should not be — 
allowed is governed by the consideration of that predominating interest—whether that 
publie interest be local, provincial, or dominion in character. é 

The crossing is a crossing which, in the interests of public safety, sooner or later 
should be protected. The board is able to contribute 20 per cent of its cost, with an 
ultimate limit of $5,000. 

Under the authorities, there is no doubt but that the township of Barton can be 
called upon to contribute. The highway at the crossing in question is its highway. 
Its interest, however, is small compared with that of the other parties; and I think 
it should be asked to contribute only the comparatively small share of 74 per cent of the 
cost remaining after the contribution that may be made from the fund has been deducted. 
The Grand Trunk Railway Company should contribute 324% of the remainder. The 
city municipality, under its agreement on file with the board, has bound itself to pay 
one-half the cost of protection by gates and watchmen when necessary. The main- 
‘tenance of gates and watchmen capitalized means a considerable cost amounting to 
$30,000 or $35,000. The subway affords a much better protection; and the city is 
also directly interested in the application, which is, indeed, made as a result of the 
agreement which it entered into with the Street Railway Company. Therefore, 
having regard to the estimated cost of the subway, I think, a fair proportion, say 25%, 
should be placed upon the city; and the remaining 35% should be paid by the Street 
Railway Company—the granting of whose application makes the structure necessary 
in the present instance. It may be said that this sum will be less than what the cost 
of a proper subway, carrying the street railway double ‘tracks under the railway lands 
and apart from all highway accommodation, would amount to. Owing to the fact, 
however, that its franchise is not perpetual, and that it gets only a restricted right 
in the present subway, instead of the interest which it would have in one constructed 
on its own right-of-way, the percentage now fixed is fair. 

Money by-laws may, of course, be passed by the interested municipalities, under: 
the provisions of The Municipal Act 1913, S. 289, ss. f, without the assent of the 
electors. : 

Mr. Commissioner Goodeve concurred. . ‘ > 

Ordered accordingly. 
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' MOOSEJAW BOARD OF TRADE’S COMPLAINT re COAL RATES. 


| ae 
Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, December 5, 1915: 


This is an application made by the Moosejaw Board of Trade. 
| The request is for an order directing a substantial reduction in the freight rate on 
coal from the Drumheller coal mines to Moosejaw. The application states the distance 

‘to be 464 miles and the present rate $3 a ton. 4 
i The application further goes on to say that, when compared with other rates made 
in the decision in the Western Rates Case, the rate seems excessive; and that, when 
compared with the rate from Drumheller to Regina, it appears to be discriminatory 
against Moosejaw. The application further states that the rate on coal from Drum- 
heller to Regina, a distance of approximately 31 miles further, is $2.90. 
| The application is correct in giving the mileage from Drumheller to Moosejaw, 
and also the rate. 

The application, however, is probably launched in error of the manner in which coal 
is hauled on the Canadian Northern Railway to Regina. Drumheller coal to Regina 
Moves along the rails of the Canadian Northern entirely, through Saskatoon, that 
company by that method obtaining the benefit of the entire haul. If coal was taken 
in the same way by the Canadian Northern to Moosejaw, over its own lines, it would 
mean that coal on arrival at Regina would continue easterly to Maryfield; thence 
westerly by way of Lampman and Radville to Moosejaw. 

The result is that so far as a movement on the Canadian Northern is concerned, 
the fact is not as alleged that the haul to Regina is 31 miles longer, but on the con- 
ary the haul to Moosejaw would be 372 miles longer than the haul to Regina. This, 
of course, would be an absurd movement. The proper movement, in the interest of 
che consumer, to Moosejaw, is that under which the coal actually moves, which means 
hat it is taken by the Canadian Northern to Conquest where it is turned over to the 
Janadian Pacific, with the effect that the haul which would be by the all Canadian 
Northern route 847 miles, becomes 446 miles. 

It is a well known principal that a joint service covering as it has to the trans- 


| 


be services from one railway to the other, and duplicate accounting, is more expen- 
‘ive than a service on a single line. 

| _ Under the Western Freight Rates Judgment an extra charge is allowed amount- 
ag to 20 cents a ton to cover this extra expense. This extra 20 cents a ton is probably 
‘difference which has appeared to the applicants as being unreasonable, owing to the 
act that the movement which has actually taken place was not before them. If the 
legina coal had moved through Moosejaw for the further distance as the application 
‘ould show, there undoubtedly would be some grounds for complaint. In view of the 
peal circumstances, there are none. : 
_ It is, of course, idle to attempt to compare rates one with the other on a strict 
ileage basis, the cost per mile varying, particularly in the coal business, very greatly 
wing regard to the length of the haul. To illustrate this fact, while the rate to 
egina is as shown but $2.90 the rate to Avonlea which takes the full ‘Canadian 
orthern rate, and is about double the distance that Regina is from Drumheller, 
ing only some 30 odd miles south of Moosejaw, is $4. 

_ Commissioner McLean concurred. 


a 
qumey OF A. B. BUCKWORTH, VANCOUVER, B.C., IF THE BOARD HAS ANY JURISDICTION OVER 
_ RATES CHARGED BY THE CONSTRUCTION DEPARTMENT FOR HAULING FREIGHT OVER LINES 
wa NOT OPEN FOR TRAFFIC. 

ma 


_ Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, December 8, 1914: 


he shipments in question moved from Ymir, B.C., on the Great N orthern, to 
eche and Shaunavon on the O.P.R. At the time of the movement, which was in 
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March of the present year, the line between Assiniboia and Lafleche and Shaunavon. 
was in the hands of the construction department, and no through rates to Lafleche 
and Shaunavon were at the time operative. The shipments were billed to Assiniboia 


at 35 cents per 100 Ibs., which was the proper rate under the tariff. Beyond to” 
Lafleche and Shaunavon the standard 10th class rate was added. This gave, in the 
ease of Shaunavon, a total rate of 49 cents, while in the case of Lafleche there was a— 


total rate of 41 cents. 


Reference is made by the applicant to the fact that by Supplement 27 to : 


4 


C.P.R.C.R.C. W-1806, effective June 24, the through rate from Nelson to Shaunavon — 


is 37 cents, while from Nelson to Lafleche it is 35 cents. As a matter of fact, these 
rates had been put in at.an earlier date, effective May 5, by Supplement 26 to the 
already mentioned tariff. The rate from Ymir being 2 cents over Nelson, would give 
to Shaunavon a rate of 39 cents and to Lafleche a rate of 37 cents, which rates, 


however, were not published by the Great Northern until issuance of its Supplement 8 


to C.R.C. 977, effective July 1, 1914. The rates as charged are complained of as 
being prohibitive, and claim for refund is made. * 

The portion of the line over which the movement to Lafleche and Shaunavon is 
concerned was opened for traffic by Order No. 21227 of January 19, 1914. A speed 
limit was imposed, which was removed by Order No. 21785 of May 8, 1914. The 
Canadian Pacific did not show stations on this line west of Assiniboia until May 1, this 
being done by their Supplement 9 to O.R.G. W-1914. The effect of this was to put into 


operation the following mileage tariffs: f 


C.R.C. No: W 1916, Brick, clay, gravel, sand and stone. 


a « « 4734 Butter, eggs, cheese, and dressed meats. 

ie « 4556, Posts, rails, and poles for fencing purposes. 
« « 4810, Cordwood and slabs. E 

rs «  & 4339, Live hogs for packing and reshipment. 

«  « 4745, Live stock. 

4 «“ 18938, Grain, flour, vegetables, ete. 


«“ «“  « 4448, Merchandise. 


The situation in the present application is on all fours with what is set out in the 
complaint of the Riverside Lumber Company, in connection with the rates charged by 
the Canadian Pacific on its Weyburn-Lethbridge branch from Viceroy to Assiniboia 
File 8262-42. In the present application, as in the application of the Riverside Lumbe: 
Company, the railway was for a period of time operated by the constructio! 
department. Here, as in the Riverside Lumber Company’s complaint, there was il 
existence standard mileage sufficient to cover the additional mileage as soon as opene 
for traffic. Consequently, with opening for traffic from Assiniboia to Shaunavon, th 
standard tariffs and the rates thereunder. were legally in effect. As pointed out, 2 
dealing with the Riverside Lumber Company’s complaint, the board is not concerne 
with the distinction between the construction and operating departments. What } 
of importance, regardless of how the traffic was handled, is whether the provisions ¢ 
the Railway Act in regard to tolls have been complied with. | 

The standard rates were the only rates which were legally effective at the tin, 
the traffic moved. The special tariff under which the lumber rates became effecti’ 
did not become operative until May 5. The lumber rates, as pointed out in the cor 
plaint of the Riverside Lumber Company, are special rates which within their ter? 
tory are of general applicability, and do not vary from one portion of such territo 
to another with differences in condition of the traffic or cost of operation. | 

There is not before the board anything to show what justification, if any, the 
was for the delay between January 19, 1914, and May 5, 1914, in putting into opel 
tion the said rates. It is within the position laid down in the complaint of the Riv 
side Lumber Company to say that the portion of the road’ having been opened J 
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_ traffic between Assiniboia and Shaunavon, the delay in installing these rates created 
“an unjust discrimination. But the declaration cannot go any further. The board 
_ has no power to direct a refund. The rates complained of as discriminatary have been’ 
-removed and with them the cause of complaint has also been removed. 

Chief Commissioner Drayton concurred. 


AN APPLICATION OF THE YUKON GOLD COMPANY, UNDER SECTIONS 26 AND 167, FOR AN ORDER 
REQUIRING THE KLONDIKE MINES RAILWAY COMPANY, AT ITS OWN EXPENSE, TO ELEVATE 
ITS TRACKS TO AN AVERAGE HEIGHT OF FIFTEEN FEET ABOVE THEIR PRESENT LEVEL 
OVER THE FOLLOWING SECTIONS OF THE RAILWAY SITUATE IN BONANZA CREEK, IN THE 
YUKON TERRITORY, NAMELY, FROM THE UPPER LINE OF CLAIM 80 TO THE LOWER 
BOUNDARY LINE OF CLAIM 97 BELOW DISCOVERY, AND FROM THE UPPER BOUNDARY LINE 
OF CLAIM 20 TO THE LOWER BOUNDARY LINE OF CLAIM 29 BELOW DISCOVERY. 


Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the 
hearing, December 9, 1914: 


4 


The conclusion we have come to is that it would be improper at the moment to 
deal with this matter one way or the other. So far as the railway company is con- 
‘cerned, it is not suffering any damage—perhaps I should not say any damage; but it 
‘is, at any rate, suffering very little damage by reason of the action of the Placer 
Mining Company. It is not operating; at present it is performing no public service: 
and the interference with its track constitutes no public evil. Apparently the mining 
‘company also is not worried very much by the fact that the rails are in its way. It 
has gone on irrespective of the rails; it has run its works over the railway company’s 
tracks, and is continuing its operations. 

I do not know why we should interfere in any way in case of the railway com- 
pany. Supposing that its contract is entirely unenforceable; supposing that every- 
thing that has been said in its behalf is correct—I cannot see why we should interfere 
in case of the company, in the absence,—as here there is a total absence,—of any 
‘public interest. I have no doubt the Yukon courts know a great deal more about 
Mining business than we do. This whole question is now up before them; and it-may 
be that we shall never have to deal with it at all. P 
_ So far as the railway interests are concerned, it is obvious that we shall never 
have to deal with this matter unless the Treadgold proposition becomes a reality, and 
unless there is the development which is talked about as imminent and the business 
offers. So far as the mining company is concerned, it isnot in need of an order at 
present; it is not now operating; it is closed down for the season; and if the Yukon 
courts deliver a judgment restraining the company from carrying on its work properly 
we will then take the matter up and consider it on the evidence now before us, with 
‘such other statements as counsel may desire to make, explaining the action of the 


‘courts, should that action be as I indicate. 
_ While the matter is left as just stated, I may add that the board will not do any- 


thing to prevent the railway company from carrying out its contract, should it desire 
‘to do so. In other words, on the railway company filing an appropriate application 


for leave to re-locate its line, an order will be made without the formality of another 


hearing. 


APPLICATION OF MESSRS. S. A. HAMILTON COMPANY, LTD., OF MOOSEJAW, SASK., FOR A 


fe TRANSFER TRACK BETWEEN THE CANADIAN NORTHERN AND CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY 
| ; : COMPANIES AT HAWICK, ALBERTA, OR, AS AN ALTERNATIVE, AN ORDER FOR THE ISSUANCE 
thy OF A JOINT FREIGHT TARIFF ON COAL BY THE CANADIAN. NORTHERN RAILWAY AND 


___—s* CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANIES BETWEEN DRUMHELLER AND MOOSEJAW, SASK., 
cy VIA THE CITY OF CALGARY, ALBERTA. 
i ' Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr at the close of 


e hearing, December 10, 1914. 
We—16} 


al 
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Mr. Hamilton, a coal merchant in Moosejaw, is interested in the sale of coal mined 
at Drumheller, on the line of the Canadian Northern. He has told us'that the service 
~ of the Canadian Northern via Delisle to Conquest, where a transfer is made to the 
Canadian Pacific, which company brings it into Moosejaw, is rather slow; and he 
suggests that, instead of the coal going east on the Canadian Northern it might go — 
west a short-distance from Drumheller to Hawick, where the connection is applied for | 
with the Canadian Pacific. It could then be brought in over the Canadian Pacific 


to Moosejaw. t i 
Tt appears that this transfer is asked for only for the purpose of this coal. 


There ig no other public necessity that we have heard of which would require a- 
transfer at this point. j 
The Drumheller mine is on the Canadian Northern. As it moves at present 
the Canadian Northern has the long haul. It is customary to let the railway upon 
whose line an industry is established, have the long haul. In fact I think they 
would make it very inconvenient if the shippers tried to send the coal in any other way. 
Mr. Warren of the Canadian Northern has undertaken to say that there will not_ 
be the loss of time in the future that has occurred in the past. 
The transfer at Hawick, we are told, would cost something like $4,500 to installa 
and-then there would be some cost in maintenance. 
We do not feel justified under the present circumstances in putting that cost 
upon the railway companies. The railway companies would ultimately get that amount 
out of the public in the end in their rates; and, at the present time, it is undesirable 
that any additional burden should be put upon the railway companies, which 
undoubtedly would reflect back upon the public in the course of time. Unless the 
mine owners are so anxious that they will come forward and pay the cost of the 
connection, we feel that we should not order it. In municipalities, cities, and towns 
there are many industries that pay a great deal more than $4,500 for railway facilities 
It might be possible for these mine owners to get together and pay that amount, 
However, there is no such offer as that before us, and on the present facts the 
application is dismissed. X. 
APPLICATION OF THE CITY OF WINNIPEG FOR A SUBWAY AT MAPLE STREET, WINNIPEG, 
MANITOBA. x 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr at the close % 
the hearing, December 12, 1914: e 


Some years ago Maple street from a point about 92 feet north from the norther. , 
boundary of Higgins:avenue was closed and conveyed to the Canadian Pacific by tie 
law passed by the city of Winnipeg. i 

The Canadian Pacific Railway Company is now spending a great deal of ‘money 
in improving their station facilities in Winnipeg. They are elevating their tracks 
providing, among other things, baggage facilities underneath the tracks on a low 
level than the level of Higgins avenue. They are providing an approach into their 
baggage room from Higgins avenue over Maple street as it exists and then over t 
property whith formerly was Maple street, but which is now the property of the 
Canadian Pacific. This approach is for vehicular traffic, express wagons going to anc 
from the baggage station. p ; 

The city of Winnipeg doutbless moved by the excavation they had seen on 
ground thought it wise to endeavour to get Maple street, which was closed by by-law 
some years ago, re-opened and carried through under therelevated tracks of the 
Canadian Pacific so that they would have a subway for travel north and south im 
addition to the subway which they now have at Main street to the west and in addition’ 
to the subways to the east at Rachel street and Higgins avenue. 
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i” There is undoubtedly a great deal of travel on the streets of the city of Winnipeg 
“north and south, and the people of Winnipeg are undoubtedly seriously handicapped 
by the lack of communication from the north to the south on the west side of Main 
street. 

Jt is suggested that, if Maple street was opened it would relieve the rather heavy 
travel on Main street. I think that is true, and if it were possible without destroying 
or materially injuring the very excellent plan which the railway company has prepared 
to handle this business at this enlarged station, to open Maple street through, I would 
feel inclined, upon proper compensation being paid the railway company, to accede to 
the city’s request. But the railway company produces its plans, explains the work it 
has actually done, and shows that it requires all the space shown on these plans for 
baggage purposes. 

The suggestion of the city is that that baggage room might be shortened up and 
that wagons going to and from the baggage room, instead of using the property which 
was once Maple street to stand upon, should back into the west of it and thus allow a 
free passage through the company’s property which was once Maple street. 

We think that the railway company’s plans cannot be changed without injury to 
the public interest. I¢ is very much in the interest of the public, that proper facilities 
be provided for the handling of baggage. 

This board is giving a good deal of thought to station facilities in connection with 
the station which it is hoped at some date will be erected at Toronto, and we realize 
that it is very important in. the public interest that ample space be given for the 
handling of baggage. We think that the baggage room would be too small if the city’s 
suggestion were carried out. While we would like to have seen a passageway through 
here for vehicles, we do not think it can be granted. It is a question of the interest 
of the travelling public. It is not the facility of the Canadian Pacific so much as it 
is the facility of the public. The Canadian Pacific is not going to have its office there. 
[t is not going to use the property for its own exclusive use. It is not going to use 
it to collect revenue of any kind. It is providing this large concourse in the front of 
4s baggage room in the public interest that the public may be able to go to and from 
the baggage room. As has been pointed out, there is no additional revenue to the 
Janadian Pacific, except in increased business to be gained by spending the money 
4 is spending in improving its facilities. 

Under these conditions, we do not think it would be proper for us to take any of 
hat land away from it for a vehicular subway at Maple street. ‘ 

_ We think, however, that a pedestrian passageway can be put through there. The 

etter of the vice-president of the company to the mayor has been read, and Mr. 
Sullivan to-day has said that the company is willing to give a passageway through there 
or pedestrians. I think that will be of material assistance to the people of ‘Winnipeg. 
ustead of having to walk over to Main street to go through that subway they can pass 
hrough here. It does not matter so much when you are driving because it only means 
itting in the conveyance a few seconds longer; but walking there is a difference of 
ourse. 

be It may be that, at some future date, if that Immigration Building is moved, a 

tbway could be put through immediately to the east of the baggage concourse. That 
$a matter which will have to be taken care of in the future. It was first said the 
mmigration Building may be moved; then it was said it would not be moved at present. 
lowever, on the present lay-out, as I have said before, we feel that it is not practical 

*in the public interest to open a vehicular way through on the line of the continuation 

| Maple street. ; 

_ If the parties cannot agree upon the character of the pedestrian way through there, 
‘either of them will refer the matter to the board, we will go into it and see that a 
Hor pedestrian subway is provided; but probably the railway company will be able 
Se tisfy the city in that regard. 
The application is refused. 


+ 
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Mr. Hunt: Except as to the pedestrian way. 
The ASSISTANT CHIEF CoMMISSIONER: Except as to the pedestrian way. 

THE RAILWAY COMPANIES WILL BE REQUIRED TO JUSTIFY THE PROPOSED CANCELLATION, 
JANUARY 1ST, OF THE ARRANGEMENTS WHEREBY MIXED CARLOADS OF FOREIGN AND 
NATIVE LIQUORS, AND MIXED CARLOADS OF 5TH CLASS GROCERIES AND 4TH CLASS DRIED § 
FRUITS ARE CARRIED AT THEIR RESPECTIVE CARLOAD RATES BETWEEN POINTS WEST OF © 
INCLUDING PORT ARTHUR, AND THERETO FROM EASTERN SHIPPING POINTS. 


Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the 
hearing, December 12, 1914: ¥ 
It may be that, academically speaking, Mr. Shaw is quite right and that what — 
Mr. Dewey has said is correct; but I do not know of any academic rates Gif there are — 
any, I see no reason why they should continue); and it may be that by the improper f 
process, academically speaking, a rate obtains here which is entirely just as a rate, — 
but entirely wrong academically. - 
It seems to me that, when the work was done which the board has been given to f 
understand was in connection with an attempt, which may or may not be successful, — 
but is made in good faith, with a view to arrive at a more rational and just classifica- 
tion,—it might reasonably have been expected that such changes in the classification — 
as are now proposed would have been postponed till the time when the general re-_ 
classification scheme was submitted. : 
As the matter now stands, it rather looks as if any action taken by the board: 
to-day might tie its hands in dealing with the principle of the new classification, a8 


undoubtedly it will be called upon to do. - 
There are other interests besides those represented here to-day, which interests 


for that reason, as well as for the classification reasons I have referred to 
we will do now is to suspend this proposed cancellation until further order. 
action does not deprive the companies of the right to have the matter dealt with on 
its merits—not on.a technical point, as it was dealt with in Montreal. 
in any way pre-judging what is going to be done on the main issue, i 
Further. Referring to Mr, Shaw’s statement regarding the effect of the decision 
in the western rates case upon the revenues of the railway companies, I may say oa 
it is difficult to see how any action we could take in this case, with a view to the 
inerease of revenues, could very well be justified in view of the finding in the said 


2 


western rates case. 


APPLICATION OF THE CANADIAN NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY FOR AUTHORITY TO REMOVE 
THE ‘CONNECTION BETWEEN THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY AND THE WwIN- 
NIPEG JOINT TERMINAL TRACKS AT HIGGINS AVENUE, WINNIPEG, MANITOBA. ¥ 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr at the close 
the hearing, December 12, 1914: 
The Canadian Northern Railway Company which is the successor in title to th 
Winnipeg Transfer Company, applies for the right to cut out the connection vie 
the Canadian Pacific at the north end of the Transfer Company’s line just west ot 
Gomma street and north of Higgins avenue. ‘The Canadian Pacific Railway Com: 
pany is indifferent in the matter. There are four parties whose property lies no t 
of Higgins avenue who say that the transter track has been used as a service track 
from the Canadian Pacific to their industries for a number of years. The origi na 
connection was made pursuant to an order of the railway committee of the Privy 
- Council on the 29th of November, 1890. Subsequent to that date these parties co 
menced to enjoy the privilege of having switching done from the Canadian Paci 
to their industries. We do not know exactly when, but for a considerable number 


years they have enjoyed this privilege. | 


a} > 
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, Ihe Canadian Northern Railway Company says that that was not the intention 
when this connection was made; that the original intention was that the line was to 
_ be used for transfer only. 

Mr. Ashdown says that at the time the right of way was acquired from him 

_ through lots 9 and 10 on the north of Higging avenue, it was understood he was to 
_ have the right of service from the Canadian Pacific tracks. 

The Canadian Northern points out that in the deed from Mr. Ashdown to the 
railway company that condition does not appear. However, Mr, Warren very fairly 
says that if Mr. Ashdown makes that statement he is not prepared to dispute it. 

Apparently, the only prejudice to the Canadian Northern by the continuance of 

_ this arrangement is that they are losing a certain amount of revenue. If the. 
connection were taken out these parties would have to be served from the Canadian 
Pacific through the Canadian Northern, and the Canadian Northern would get the 
switching allowed by the interswitching order. 

We feel that these parties having enjoyed the switching from the Canadian 
Pacific for a certain length of time, whether it is a right or privilege, should be 
allowed to continue that right or privilege, and we feel that a proper compensation 
can be made to the Canadian Northern for the continuance of this right or privilege. 

It being decided, therefore, that the Canadian Northern application to remove the 
“connection is refused, the only point remaining is to decide how the Canadian Northern 
should be compensated. 

_ I think the principle having once been decided that these parties are to continue 
to have switching service from the Canadian Pacific, that the railway companies can 
- get together and agree upon the use of the track north of Higgins avenue on a joint 
arrangement. It may be that the parties should pay so much per car for the 
Canadian Pacific bringing the cars in there, or it may be that some portion of the 
capital account could be paid by these parties and they receive the right in perpetuity. 
‘i Whatever arrangement is made, it seems to me that we should not decide now 
how that should be done. The parties, the two railways and the parties interested, 
‘should have an opportunity of thinking the matter over, getting together if they cana, 
and, if not, notifying the board and we will fix how the railway company is to be 
compensated. 

An order will, therefore, go refusing the application and stating that the four 
parties north of Higgins avenue, that is, the Wilkinson Company, the Dyson Company, 
the Sawyer-Massey Company, and Mr. Ashdown, are to continue to have this privilege 

upon terms to be fixed. 

4 If, as I have said, the parties cannot agree upon the terms, the board will fix 

them; but we would rather that the parties should try and get together. If they 

‘cannot get together, let them make a submission to the board of what they think 

would be fair. 

1 Mr. Warren: Might I ask if your decision is that you are practically ordering a 
joint section? 

| he Assistant Curr ComMISSIONER: We are ordering the continuance of the 

_ service that these people have had there by joint section or by a payment per car on 

a wheelage basis, or something of that kind; but we are not deciding now how the 

Inatter is to be worked out. . ; : 

Mr. Warren: Until arrangements are made with the Canadian Pacific, that are 

| agreeable to the Canadian Pacific and the Canadian Northern, we have the privilege 
to keep the Canadian Pacific off from there? 

The Assistant Cuter Commissioner: No. An account of the cars is to be kept, 

and whatever arrangement you make will be effective from to-day. 

|| Mr. Warren: In other words, it is practically ordering a joint section. ; 

The Assistant Cuter Commissioner: I have told you what we are ordering. 

| Now, you gentlemen interested in this assure us, you can keep a strict account of 

all the Canadian Pacific cars brought in there. We want that done. You must be 


a 
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prepared to submit a statement to the railway companies and to the board whenever 
called upon. ; 
Mr. LesuEuR: Yes. 
Mr. Warren: And what would you say that they should pay for the back ones? | 
The Assistant Cutrr ComMIssioner: This is to be, effective from to-day. We) 
say nothing in reference to back ones. 


ee 


COMPLAINT OF THE MUNICIPALITY OF NORTIL HIMSWORTH, HAVING REFERENCE TO Tithe 
ENCROACHMENT THE DOCK SIDING OF THE GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY HAS MADE 


ON MAIN STREET, CALLANDER, ONT. 
Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, December 15, 1914: 


‘The complaint was opposed by the railway company on the ground that the track 
had not been objected to by the municipality and had been laid for many years. 

The railway company was unable to find records as to the location of the track, 
and submitted that, in view of the admitted age of the construction, the board should’ 
assume that track was located under proper authority and consent. 

An inspection was had by an engineer of the board, from which it appeared that, 
at the crossing of Burritt street, Main street has at present a width of about eighteen 
feet, a portion of which was taken up by sidewalk, with the result that when two 
vehicles required to pass at the point one of them usually took part of the sidewalk 
and that in wet weather the sidewalk was consequently covered with mud. The report 
of the engineer suggested the widening of Main street by an additional twelve feet on 
the west side, as shown.on the plan, and that the sidewalk should be reconstructed. 

Mr. Moon, clerk of the municipality, who was present at the inspection, was of 
the view that, if an additional twelve feet was provided, the municipality would be 
satisfied. Subsequently the board received a letter from Mr. Moon advising the board” 
that the council had passed the following resolution: 

“That this council accept plan of proposed widening of Main street by 
Grand Trunk Company, the railway company to procure land, build the street, 
and place concrete sidewalk on the west side.” 

The board directed the company to do the work. Subsequently the following 
letter was received from the railway company ; , 

“We have been endeavouring to purchase the land required to carry out 
the wishes of the board regarding the widening of Main street at the point in 
question, but the price asked, 50 cents per square foot, is so exorbitant that. 
we do not see our way to pay it. 

“The owners are— 

“4. Mr. J. R. Moon, township clerk, North Himsworth, owner of lot 7, of 
which we require 862 feet, for which he asks $481. His lot, 69 feet by 132 feet, 
is assessed $350 for buildings and $225 for land. 5 

“9. Mr. Windsor, owner of lot 8, of which we require 610 square feet, for 
which he asks $310. His lot, 56 feet by 132 feet, is assessed, land $225, build- 
ings $125, total $350. We also require to take from lot 9, owned by Mr. 
Windsor, 198 square feet, for which he asks $99. The lot, 66 feet by 132 feet, 
is assessed at $225, buildings $250. 

“ None of the buildings will be interfered with. Under the circumstances 
we would like to be advised whether the board will consent to the matter stand- 
ing until the owners are ready to accept a reasonable price, or do they desire 
us to apply for an order under section 178 of the Railway Act, authorizing us 
to expropriate the land required?’ b 

As the widening was necessary in the public interest, the board instructed the 
company that the work must proceed, and an application has since been received 
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from the railway company for an order allowing the company to take the lands 
required for the street widening from the owners interested, Mr. J. R. Moon and Mr. 
W. T. Windsor. The land owners have been served and their reply received by the 
board. They object to an order for expropriation going on the ground that it would 
necessitate the moving of houses, thereby injuring gardens and flower plots, and 
that the railway company: has made no offer to compensate. 

The railway company states that the taking of the land does not involve the 
moving of any house. The land owners are fully protected in any objections which 
they make by the provisions of the Railway Act. The work is a work of public con- 
venience which the private interests of the landowners cannot overrule. 

The order may go. 

Deputy Chief Commissioner Nantel concurred. 


APPLICATION OF THE FORT WILLIAM BOARD OF TRADE FOR AN ORDER DIRECTING THE CANADIAN 
PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY TO PROVIDE LOCAL FREIGHT SHEDS AT FORT WILLIAM, SEPARATE 
FROM WHARF SHEDS. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr at the close of 
the hearing December 16, 1914: 


With regard to the application of the Fort William Board of Trade with reference 
to the facilities at the freight sheds for local freight,,we have had the advantage of 
going over the question on the ground with our operating officer. 

It is true that the present facilities at the northeast end are perhaps a little too 

_ congested so far as the approach is concerned, and the space for teams to stand on is 
not very large. The shed itself is amply large to handle any business provided that 
_ the doors and the platform enabled enough teams to get there. So far as the present 
volume of freight is concerned, there does not appear to be any congestion, Mr. Murphy 
_ has shown us a plan, however, showing a complete change of method. Instead of 
handling the local freight from the northeast, they will handle it from the southwest 
_ end of the freight shed of number 5. This cannot be done at the moment, because 
the subway under the railway track leading off Syndicate avenue has not been paved. 
An agreement was made some time ago between the city and the railway with regard 
‘| to the construction of the subway. We are told that the city agreed to pave it; but 
that they have had some difficulty from the legal point of view in providing the money. 
As I have already pointed out, I think there is a method,—I think there are several 
methods—whereby the city could be empowered to legally get the money for the paying 
of its share of that work. 

I cannot see that the railway company is in any way to blame for the delay in the 
paving provided the statement is correct that, under the agreement, the city was to 

do it. 

When the subway is paved, and I think no delay should occur on the part of the 
city in putting itself in a position whereby it can have that done, then the Canadian 
_ Pacifie can provide much better accommodation for handling loca] freight. There are 
now two doors at the southwest end, but our operating officer, after discussing the 
matter with Mr. Murphy, advises us that the railway company can provide more than 
_ those two doors, perhaps three or perhaps four, and we think that, so far as the tonnage 
at present presenting itself is concerned, with this improvement there will be ample 
accommodation for handling the local freight of Fort William, both incoming and out- 
going. It seems to us that, when Syndicate Avenue subway is in a position where it 
can be used, the present shed will be a very convenient spot to handle promptly the 
local freight both in and out. 
Therefore, the application is dismissed. 

‘ We will see, of course, that the improvements are made, just as soon as the sub- 
_ way is in shape. I have no doubt, however, that the railway company will make the 
i improvements without the intervention of the board; but if it does not—if notified—we 
his: 
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will see that the railway company does make a change and provide as good facilities 
as possible at the southwest end of the shed. 

Mr. Dower: Will you permit me to ask that, in a sense, the dismissal should 
be considered as without prejudice? I suppose probably it is that way legally anyway. 
We may renew it? 

The Assistant Cuter ComMIssIONER: Certainly. ; 

Mr. DowtER: We can renew it when we see the effect of the change that they 
have made. : 

The Assistant Cuter Commissioner: You are perfectly free to come back to the 
board at any time if you find the change they contemplate making is not satisfactory. 


COMPLAINT OF D. A. BROWNLEE, RICHMOND, ONT., AND W. F. GARLAND, M.P., T¢@ COAL RATES. 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLzan, December 24, 1914: . 
shipment of coal from the Lehigh Valley Coal 
Company of Syracuse, N.Y., to Richmond, Ont., there is charged by the Canadian 
Northern, all’rail, for its portion of the haul from Ottawa to Richmond, a distance of 
19 miles, a rate of 60 cents. The rate in question is taken from a mileage commodity 
tariff specially applicable to coal. The tariff being one in which mileage grouping is 
used, the appropriate distance on which to base the rate is 20 miles. 

As shown by the freight bill submitted with the complaint, the car, which is. used 
as the basis of the complaint, moved from Coxton via the New York Central System, 
arriving in Ottawa over the Ottawa and New York railway, which is controlled by the 
New York Central System. ; 

The applicant’s complaint, while directe 
Canadian Northern, is more particularly concerne 
-when he shipped to Stittsville by the Canadian Paci 
wagon to Richmond he received “ Ottawa rates”. 

The reference to “ Ottawa rates” by the applicant must be in error. The tariffs 
on the board’s files show that from June, 1904, to May, 1906, the Stittsville rate from 
Prescott was 30 cents per net ton higher than to Ottawa; from May, 1906, to February, 
1910, it was 17 cents higher; while from February 10, 1910, to date, it has been 8 cents 
higher. The Canadian Pacific has not had, so far as the board’s records show, any 
through rates from the mines. 

In the ease of a Canadian Pacific movement, the coal might move from Prescott 
either via Kempton and Smith’s Falls, in which case the Stittsville mileage is 21 miles 
greater than the Ottawa mileage; or it may move via Ottawa, in which case it is 15 
miles greater than the Ottawa mileage. In practice, the movement is through Ottawa. 


While exception is taken to the charge for the Canadian Northern, this in reality 


relates itself to the total charge the applicant is now paying. For the reference is to 
ed. 


the situation as it was when the Canadian Pacific to Stittsville was us 
The following check shows the rate situation in a movement to Stittsville and a 
movement to Richmond, the computations being on a gross ton basis: 
To Stittsville. 


Complaint is made that in the 


d at the particular charge made by the 
d with the allegation that formerly 
fie and then hauled the coal by 


Coxton to Ogdensburg.. .. .. 22 22 ee ee ee ee $2 35 per ton. 
Ferry, Ogdensburg to Prescott.. .. .. « ++ 2 ** +2 e+ °° 0 20 be 
C.P.R., Prescott to Stittsville... 92. .. 06. fue tee wees ee oo 0 84 hi 


$3 39 oy 
To Richmond. 


Coxton to Ottawa, via O. & N. Y. Ry.. .. «+ .. 
C.N.R., Ottawa to Richmond.. .. .. .. ++ «. 


$2 70 per ton. 
0 67% be 


$3 37% " 
When the through rate charge formerly made is compared with that now applic- 
able, it appears that the situation is slightly better so far as rail charge is concerned. 


This omits consideration of any costs appertaining to the wagon haul from Stittsville — 
- 
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to Richmond. Since, then, the situation as to the total rail charge is slightly better, 


it does not appear that the portion of the charge accruing to the Canadian Northern 
has injuriously affected the applicant. For it is the total rate charge on the coal, not 
the way in which the railways participate in this charge, which is of importance to the 
applicant. It does not therefore appear that the applicant is injured. 


Chief Commissioner Drayton concurred. 


COMPLAINT OF THE INDEPENDENT VAN & STORAGE OO., LTD., 7€ RATES ON HOUSEHOLD EPFEOTS 
Judgment, Commissioner McLEAN, December 28, 1914: 


The figures submitted by the applicant are concerned with a limited number of 
cars; so, also, are the figures submitted by Mr. Beatty for the railway. It is impossible 
to say from these figures whether in the general run of cases the ears of household 
effects run above or below the minimum. ‘The figures do show that in various cases 
a load considerably beyond the minimum can be carried. It does not follow that 
because on a particular car assembled in a particular way the minimum cannot be 
reached, the minimum is unreasonable for all cars of the same commodity, no matter 
how these cars are loaded. 

Under the Transcontinental class tariff, shipments of household effects, “ released ” 
between Vancouver and points east of the Great Lakes. have a sixth class rating with 
a minimum of 20,000 lbs. the ordinary minimum attaching to this class being 24,000 
lbs. In the case of shipments to points in the Prairie provinces, also in the case of 
shipments between points in these provinces, the sixth class rating with the normal 
minimum of 24,000 lbs. applies. But under the special tariffs applying ‘on such a 
movement, the rate is approximately one-half that provided for by the class tariff. 

The figures given by the applicant, as set out in Mr. McCaul’s report, show for 
the four cars, 36 feet in length, a total load of 68,000 Ibs., and a total minimum of 
80,000 lbs. From the figures given, the load was 14 per cent short of the minimum. 


‘ 


" Mr. Beatty’s letter of January 8 shows details for three 36-foot cars. The first two of ’ 


these being concerned with movements between points west of the Lakes, took a 
minimum of 24,000 lbs.; the third took a minimum of 20,000 lbs., being concerned 
with a shipment to a point east of the lakes. The total minimum weight amounts 
to 68,000 Ibs.; total loaded weight 80,620; that is to say, the loaded weight was 18 
per cent over the minimum. If the first two of these cars had also been moving to 
a point east of the lakes, each of them would have had a minimum of 20,000 Ibs. 
This would have given a corrected total minimum of 60,000 lbs.; and on the loading 
as given a loaded weight 34 per cent in excess of the minimum. 

. The practice of the applicants in combining less than carload shipments of 


_ different consignors into quantities taking a carload rate, said quantities being shipped 


by the applicant as consignor, is in contravention of the classifidation. Until it 
appears that there is valid ground for complaint on the part of consignors shipping 
household goods in accordance with the provisions of the classification, there does not 
appear to be justification for intervention by the board. 


coy Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred, 


‘ 


COMPLAINT OF A. H. MYLAND, CALGARY, ALTA.. CONCERNING A CHARGE OF $3 PER CAR MADE 
BY THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY WHERE SHIPMENT OF CATTLE WAS TAKEN 
TO ACCOUNT AT CALGARY INSTEAD OF THE POINT OF DESTINATION ORIGINALLY SHIPPED TO. 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLzan, January 5, 1915: 


In the statement of the applicant, it is set out that quite a number of cars of live 
stock that are consigned to him are billed to points like Vancouver, Edmonton, Win-: 


 nipeg, Toronto, Buffalo, etc., so that the buyer of the cattle may get the advantage of 
the through rate. The applicant complains that if such a car billed to a point beyond 


Calgary is sold in Calgary, $3 per car is charged by the railway, because the bill was 
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taken to account at Calgary instead of the destination point provided for in the original 
billing. . F 

In the application of Hyde & Webster, in re Changing Destination of Carload 
Traffic in Transit, File 8659, the board by its decision of April 16, 1909, decided that 
the charge of $3 per car for changing destination of earload traffic in transit was 
proper, and in so deciding the board set out therein additional services which had to 
be performed by the railway in connection with the change in destination. These 
were :— 

(1) A telegram to the agent at the point where the change is to be made must be 
sent. (2) The agent at that point must be on the lookout for the car. This may require 
his going to the van of each freight train that passes, in order to examine the con- 
ductor’s records. (3) When the car is found, it must be relabelled. The way bill must 
be changed. The amount of charges usually must be varied, and the auditor’s depart- 
ment notified. (4) Then the car must be got out of the train and put to one side. This 
will-require shunting, switching, etc., which takes up the time of the train crew and 
causes delay to the rest of the train. The car must usually be picked up and put in 
another train going to the new point of destination. (5) The railway company must 
assume the legal responsibility of deciding whether the party asking to have the destina- 
tion of the car changed owns the merchandise and has the right to deal with it. 

Following this decision, provision as to charge per car set out in the judgment was 
embodied by the railway in its tariffs. The change which it is sought to collect here is 
set out in item 5, page 7 of C.R.C., W.-1983. 

In the Hyde & Webster case, the change of destination in transit involved a move- 
ment beyond the original point of destination. In the present application, the ship- 
ment is stopped at Calgary short of the original point of destination. In both cases, 
the railway stands prepared to perform its contract of carriage. ‘A change is made by 
the shipper. The question is, does the situation as developed at Calgary properly fall 
within the tariff provisions as to change of destination in transit? 

The livestock contract and the waybill in connection therewith must, in the first 
instance, be made out for the point of destination named by the consigner. A copy of 
the waybill as made out will pass to the central auditing office of the railway at Mont- 
real, and the point of destination will be debited with the charges from the point of 
shipment. If the car which is billed to a point beyond Calgary is held at Calgary, the 
original livestock contract must be taken up and the waybill taken to account at Cal- 
gary. The waybill must also be corrected. The records of the agent at the point of 
shipment must be corrected; and there must be a revision of the record already sent 
forward to the head office, said revision being necessary in order that the agent at the 
original destination point may be relieved and a proper debit as against the new point 
of destination may be made on the books. 

In addition to the items of clerical and accounting expenses which are entailed 
by this change in transit, there is also to be taken into consideration the advantage a 
shipper receives from being able to treat such a point as Calgary as “ an order” point; 
for, in substance, that is what the practice amounts to; the shipper is able to profit by 
the changes in market conditions which inure to his advantage. 

Under the particular facts of the Hyde & Webster case, the new point of destina- 
tion was located beyond the point of interception and beyond the original destination. 
But a situation where both the point of interception and the new destination are short 
of the original destination is also. within the principle of the above judgment. In the 
present case, delivery is taken at a point of interception short of the original destina- 
tion. The point of interception becomes the new destination. But whatever be the 
minor points of difference as between the particular facts of the Hyde & Webster case 
and those of the present case, they are insufficient to take the present application out 
from under the principle of the Hyde & Webster case. The charge, which is covered 
by tariff, was properly made. 


Chief Commissioner Drayton, concurred. 
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APPLICATION SHEPHARD LOCAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT COUNCIL NO. 1224, FoR A HIGHWAY 
CROSSING OVER THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, January 7, 1915: 


On the application of the Shephard Local Improvement District Council, No. 12 
Z4, Order 17511 was made allowing the applicants to construct a highway over the 
tracks of the Canadian Pacific on the township line described in the order. The high- 


_ way was treated as a new highway, with the result that the cost incident thereto had 


to be borne by the District Council. 

The matter was opened by a further application made by the District Council on 
October 24, 1912, in which application the council claimed that the crossing wanted 
was on a road allowance which was once opened and then for some reason closed by 
the Canadian Pacific. The company’s reply to the application showed that the ditch 
(presumably the highway ditch), was filled in twice by the municipality | and twice 
opened by the company in order to maintain the railway ditch; and that, in any event, 
the railway was unquestionably senior to the highway, so that the Company should 
not be at any cost in connection with the opening or re-opening of the crossing as the 


ease might be. 


_ maintenance should be thrown upon the railway company. 


a, 


No further action was taken by the applicants until the 29th of October, 1914, 
when the following letter from the Surveyors Department at Edmonton was forwarded: 
“In reply to your letter of the 14th instant, in connection with railway 
crossing on road allowance west of section 18-23-27-4. I beg to advise that I 
cannot find anything further on record, except that we have a letter from the 
Department of the Interior which says that the location plan of the main line 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, which crosses this township, was 
signed by Mr. W. D. Barclay, Chief Engineer, on the 31st of January, 1885, 
by and that township 23-27-4 was surveyed.in August, 1883.” 

the applicants as a result, of course, contending that the cost of the crossing and its 

é 
The company in its answer stated that the railway was constructed and in opera- 
tion in the year 1883 and that the township survey was not approved until July 4, 
1884. The reply also calls attention to the fact that the director of surveys does not 


in his letter claim seniority for the road allowance, and that the only information he 


gives is the date on which the location plan was filed and the date on which the town- 
ship was surveyed. 

_ So that there might be no room for error, the board wrote the director of surveys 
at Edmonton with reference to his letter, stating that the railway company claimed 
that while its railway was constructed and in operation in the year 1883, the town- 
‘ship survey was not approved until July 4, 1884, and that the board desired to be 
advised of the exact date when the plan of the township was approved and filed. 

On December 22, the director of surveys advised the board that his office had not 

_ this information, but. that it might be procured from the surveyor general of the 
Department Of the Interior. 

th That department has since advised that the plan of the original survey of the town- 

ship was approved and confirmed by the surveyor general on July 4, 1884, and mailed 
to the registrar of the Land Titles Office at Calgary on August 5, 1884. This would 

Seem to settle beyond all doubt the time at which the survey became effective. 

We The files of the board do not go back far enough to ascertain when the Canadian 
Pacific line was constructed at the point in question. The crossing, however, is about 
18 miles east of Calgary, and the report of Mr. Schreiber, chief Government engineer 
in charge of railways, on Canadian Pacific construction, showed that the railway had 
Teached a point 40 miles west of Calgary in September, 1883, 

On the evidence, the construction of the railway is senior at this point. 


Commissioner McLean concurred. 
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INTERCHANGE TRACKS BETWEEN GRAND TRUNK PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY AND THE 
CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY, CALGARY, ALTA. 


Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr, January 7, 1915. 


At the hearing of this matter at the recent sittings of the board in Calgary, 
representatives of the city and commercial interests in Calgary strongly urged the 
necessity for interchange between the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
and the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company at Calgary. From a statement put in 
it appears that there are 206 wholesale houses and industries at Calgary served with — 
spur tracks by the Canadian Pacific Railway. It is, undoubtedly, in the interests of a 
large number of these concerns, as well as the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company, — 
that the connection asked for be brought about. It is urged (and I think correctly so) - 
by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company that the connection would not only be of 
no benefit to the company, but that it would probably result in it losing some of the 
business it now enjoys. However, it being so apparently in the publie interest that | 
connection should be brought about, the Canadian Pacific Railway Company do not 
oppose the matter very strongly on its merits, but urge that if an interchange track 
is ordered that no portion of the expense should be placed upon that company. 

The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company, while it is anxious for the connec- 
tion, frankly stated that, at present, it had no funds available out of which a capital 
account expenditure could be paid for. That company suggested that, if the connec- 
tion was put in by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, that the Grand Trunk 
Pacific would be willing to pay an annual amount as rental. Bearing in mind the 
position of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in this matter, it seems to me that 
it would be unfair to ask that company to incur any outlay for the interchange. 


The board considered a number of sites where an interchange track might pos- 
sibly be constructed, and we finally decided that the best location for the interchange 
was just east of the Globe elevator. If the interchange is to be built, a strip of land 
could be acquired on the eastern side of the Globe Elevator property; or, on the west 
side of the Canadian Pacific Railway property which adjoins the elevator property. 
T think it well to say that the board will be satisfied with an interchange track on either 
of the two properties I have mentioned, so that the parties who may undertake to— 
secure the land for the track would have an alternative location available ‘in the case 
of their being unable to come to terms as to the other location. 

As I have already stated, the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company contend that 
it has no funds available to pay for the work in question. I have no reason to doubt 
the accuracy of this statement. If the interchange track is ever to be put in, it should 
either be constructed by the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company or the commercial 
interests desiring it through the guardian of their interests, the municipal corporation. 
If the Grand Trunk Pacific won’t undertake the work on either of the sites suggested— 
notwithstanding the fact that the board is willing to give it the right to expropriate 
either sites and have the value determined by arbitration—then the board is willing to 
issue an order to compel the Grand Trunk Pacific to construct the interchange on con- 
dition that the amount required to cover the cost of same be put up by the city, with. 
the provision that the amount, with interest at 6 per cent be returned to the city by 
the railway company in payments of so much per car for every car that goes over the 
tracks in question. This rebate to the city would be at the rate of $5 per car for all 
ears loaded with merchandise of sixth class or higher; and, $3 per car on all cars loaded 
with merchandise at a rating of less than sixth class; with the provision, that th 
Grand Trunk Pacific is to secure a net revenue of at least $8 per car before the $5 or 
$3 above mentioned is to be apportioned to the city. If the revenue of the car is not 
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sufficient to provide $8 for the railway company and a rebate for the city, the latter 
must be reduced so as to insure the $8 revenue to the company. 

I have said that the board will give the railway company the right to expropriate 
either the Globe Elevator Company or the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
property. The latter company urged that while its land is at present vacant, it will 
be required for future expansion. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company have 
a very large area of land available. I think it will be some considerable time before 
it will be required. But, assuming that it will be required at some future date, 
nevertheless, the public interest which requires this interchange is of paramount 
importance. If the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s property is taken that 
company must be'treated as if it were a private land owner and it should receive 
proper compensation. 

The question naturally arises as to how much of a scdenawt the city should be 
called upon to put up in the event of it deciding that it would avail itself of the 
suggestion made. The chief engineer of the board suggests that a deposit of 
$25,000 should be a sufficient sum to cover the purchase of the land and the construc- 


tion of the tracks; but, I presume that that matter could probably be arranged amicably 


7 


} 


between the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company and the city, in the event of the 
city going on with the undertaking. 

In deciding upon the location for the interchange, we have not overlooked the 
submission of the board of trade that a number of industries possessing Canadian 
Pacific Railway private sidings will be slightly outside the four-mile limit which 
governs interswitching. The board has the assurance of Mr. Lanigan, the traffic 
manager of the Canadian) Pacific Railway Company, that his company will not take 
an unreasonable stand and demand a too strict interpretation of the interswitching 
order. In any event, the matter is entirely in the hands of the board and we can see 
that the Calgary interests which are more than four miles from the point of inter- 
change will receive fair treatment. 

No order will issue until the board has heard from the Grand Trunk’ Pacific 
Railway Company and the city in this matter. We think that an interchange at 
Calgary should be put in in the public interest; but, realizing the rather expensive 
cost and the position of the Grand Trunk Pacific, we do not feel inclined to order 
the railway company to incur this expense unless it is to receive such financial 
assistance as I have suggested. 


Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


IN THE MATTER OF AN APPLICATION FOR AN ORDER TO REMEDY ARBITRARY AND DISCRIMIN- 
ATING RATES ON BOTH FREIGHT AND PASSENGER TRAFFIC TO AND FROM FREDERICTON, N.B. 
(0. P.R. AND I. C. R.); AND APPLICATION OF THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY 
FOR A RE-HEARING IN CONNECTION WITH THE JUDGMENT ISSUED JULY 18, 1914. 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, January 7, 1915. 
Under date of July 18, 1914, judgment was given dealing with the complaint of 


a the Board of Trade of Fredericton, N.B., in regard to the arbitrary and discriminatory 
_ rates alleged to exist on passenger traffic to and from Fredericton. What is now 


- material was set out in the judgment in the following language: 


= 


¥ 


“Tt was stated in evidence by Mr. Wells, for the railway, that, generally 
speaking, the fares from Fredericton were less than from St. John, except where 
the element of competition entered; and that wherever the rates were made on 
mileage Fredericton had a lower rate. It is apparent that where there is 
competition at St. John, which is not operative at Fredericton, it may bring 
about a lower rate basis at the former point. So long as the discrimination so 
created is not unjust, it is permitted by the Railway Act. However, while there 
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may be, on account of competition, a justification for a lower rate to a longer 
distance point, as, for example, Moncton, it does not follow that this justifies the 
granting of an identical rate to a shorter distance point where such competition 
does not exist. Yet the railway makes the Moncton rate the maximum to inter- 
mediate main line points, although it is not alleged that there is competition 
at these points. 

“The Railway, in its answer has drawn attention to the established practice 
of fixing the rates to non-competitive points by adding the local fare to the 
junction point to the competitive fare. But this practice has not been applied 
in connection with the Moncton and St. John rates. The Moncton rate has been 
met because, as Mr. Wells stated, the railway wants to share in the business. 
The extension of this rate to St. John is ascribable to choice, not to competition. 
Further, in connection with the competitive rates from St. John, the rates are 
not limited to the point where the competition exists. They are also made 
applicable to main line stations. ‘That is to say, the competitive rate is made a 
maximum for these stations, although it is not alleged that competition exists 
at them. On the other hand the practice as to branch line business is stated 
in the railway’s answer to be as follows: 

“Tn making the fares from points north and south of the main line, such 
as Fredericton, St. Stephen, St. Andrews and Woodstock, the fares were made 
by adding the one-way fare to the junction point to the competitive rate. 

“ While the existence of sufficiently potent competition at a particular point 
may be a justification sufficient to take the railway out from the inhibitions of 
the Railway Act in regard to discrimination if the same rate is not extended to 
another point where competition does not exist, that is not the situation which 
here exists. The railway from considerations of traffic policy has extended the 
advantage of the competitive rate to points where competition does not exist. 
On such a state of facts, the contention of F redericton is well- founded; and so 
long as the condition exists as it is now spread before us, the St. John rates 
should be the maximum for Fredericton.” 


After the issuance of the judgment, a communication was received from the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company alleging that through imperfection of presenta- 
tion the matter had not been so developed before the board as to seize it of all the 
essential facts concerned. It was alleged that while the principle as set out in the 
above extract from the judgment might be accepted as operative in freight traffic, 
there were special conditions which, in this respect, differentiated the freight traffic 
from passenger traffic. It was stated that the practice of making the passenger fares 
to and from intermediate points such as not to exceed the fares to more distant points 
on the direct line was in general use over the North American continent and that in 
the application of this practice in the United States, no exception thereto had been 
taken by the Interstate Commerée Commission. The railway then applied for a 
reconsideration of the matter so that the facts pertinent to the matter PRA be fully 
developed in re-hearing. 

On checking certain of the tariffs, it appeared that the practice was of more 
general use than had been apparent from what was presented before the board in the 
hearing at St. John. The checking of the tariffs showed, for example: 

Second class $10 rate from St. John applies to all strictly intermediate stations 
to Montreal where 1st class is over $10; in other words, it backs eastwardly to Bury, 
Que., 54 miles inside the boundary. 

To stations on the Drummondville branch (from Foster) the $10 rate also 
applies in competition with the I.0.R., Drummondville being on the I.C.R. main line 
to Montreal. 

The situation is similar on the St. Hyacinthe branch from Farnham. 


— . 
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To stations on these branches intermediate to Drummondville, the $10 rate also 
applies. Paty 
: To all other branch points not held down by I.C.R. competition, arbitraries are 
added to the $10 rate. 

z On consideration of what was submitted by the railway, as well as of what the 
_ tariffs showed, it seemed proper that the matter should be spoken to by the railways 
generally. Consequently the matter was set down for hearing on November 17, to be 
_ spoken to by the Canadian Pacific, Grand Trunk, Canadian Northern, Michigan 
~ Central, and the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway Companies. Certain addi- 
_ tional material in regard to the practice in the United States and the rulings of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission thereon was found to‘ be necessary. The material 
in question is now before the board. 

>. The matter as presented by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in the hearing 
_ was of the nature of an elaboration of what had been set out in its letter above referred 
_ to. It had therein stated :— - 


er 6 


5 “Tt is quite practicable to charge a competitive rate for a freight shipment 
: which is lower than the rate for such a shipment made to or from some inter- 
; mediate point. The carrier has complete control of the freight which cannot 
“ef be unloaded without its consent and cannot be billed from an intermediate 
point on payment of the lower rate from the point beyond. 

a “On the other hand, however, a passenger can buy a through ticket at the 
lower rate to the farther competitive point and leave the train at any inter- 
mediate point where it stops, or he can send to the more distant competitive 
point for a ticket and board the train at an intermediate point where a higher 
fare applies, 

“ Thus it will be seen that in so far as passenger fares are concerned, it is 
impracticable to put fares to intermediate points on the main line on a lower 
(higher)? basis than the fares applying to points beyond ot the same line.” 


The Michigan Central showed that its practice was the same as the Canadian 

ete. The Grand Trunk, without adducing evidence, supported the same general 
Position. 

zg The fact that the practice may be of general use is, of course, not an answer to 
the allegation of discrimination. The question 1s whether the discrimination alleged 
is such as constitutes unjust discrimination or undue preference under the Railway 

EACT, 

_ . Im regard to the practice in the United States, the Act to Regulate Commerce, 

as amended June 8, 1910, provides in section 4 thereof—long and short haul clause— 


, it shall be unlawful for any common carrier, subject to the pro- 
visions of this Act, to charge or receive any greater compensation in the 
ageregate for the transportation of passengers, or of like kind of property, for 
a shorter than for a longer distance over the same line or route, in the same 
direction, the shorter being included in the longer distance "a 

This prohibition is, however, qualified by a subsequent provision in the section 
ereby, upon application to the Interstate Commerce Commission, authorization 
ry be obtained for charging less for longer than for shorter distances for the trans- 
rtation of passengers or property. 

Formerly, the long and short haul clause of the Act to Regulate Commerce was 
jualified by the words “substantially similar circumstances and conditions.” 

) This difference in language, however, does not affect the description of the route 

over which the traffic concerned moves; so the decision given in Baer Bros. Merean- 

le Co. vs. Missouri Pacific Ry. Co., and Denver and Rio Grande Rd. Co., in April, 

908, 13 I.0.R., 336, is pertinent as showing the practice of the Interstate Commerce 
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Commission. It is true that this case was a freight case, but the provisions of the 
long and short haul clause apply to passenger traffic as well. In this case the traffic 
in question formerly passed through the city of Leadville, Colorado, and both freight 
and passenger trains of the railway were operated through that city. Subsequently, 
the route was changed so that the traffic was handled through a junction point known — 
as Malta Junction, and the traffic into Leadville was thereafter handled over a branch 
line 44 miles in length. The following words, which are to be found on page 336, 
are pertinent to the interpretation of what is meant by the description of the route 
under the long and short haul clause:— 
we are inclined to hold that Leadville should 
not be treated as intermediate within the meaning of the fourth section. AG 
town might be intermediate, although located some short distance from the line 
of the railway, so that the railway did not literally pass through it. But when, 
as in this case, the town is connected with the main road by a branch road, 
requiring a separate and independent ‘service at considerable cost to reach it, 
it should not be regarded as intermediate. 


258 


“TJnder these circumstances, 


More recently, in 1914, the Interstate Commerce Commission has dealt with this 
in Dood vs. T. and P. Ry. Co., Unreported Opinion A-223. In this, what was involved 


was a higher rate in effect on cotton wood from Annona, Texas, to Springfield, Mis- 


e than from Shroveport, Louisiana, to Kansas City, Missouri, a 


souri, a less distance 
greater distance. The commission held that the points in question were not inter- — 
d the complaint of the 


mediate via the direct line or usual routes of movement, an 
violation of the fourth section of the Act to Regulate Commerce was dismissed. 
The distinction as between the branch line movement and the main line movement 
has turned upon the scope of the discrimination concerned as delimited in section four. 
In addition, the commission has recognized that where there is dissimilarity of 
circumstances, it is not unlawful to charge somewhat higher rates from branch line 
stations to a particular point than from stations equally distant, on the main line, to — 
the same point. 
Logan et al. vs. Chieago and N.W. Ry. Co., 2 LC.R., 431. 
Board of Winston-Salem vs. N. and W. Ry. Co.,, 26-1.0.C0., 161. 
Page Milling Company vs. N. and W. Ry. Co., 30 I.C.C., 610. 
So far as explicit statement is concerned, there does not appear to be any ruling on 
the particular phase of passenger rate regulation involved in the present application. — 
The commission has indeed said in its Conference Rulings, 304, subsection F, of March 
18, 1911, which will be found republished in its Conference Bulletin No. 6:— 7 


“That if a carrier is authorized to maintain rates to or from a given point 
which are not in conformity with the fourth section, it may establish rates upon — 
branch lines connected with the main line at these points which are higher than 
such commodity rates by arbitraries, or by the branch line locals, without special 
authority from the commission.” ; 


This, however, applies to a case not where the longer distance rate is made a 
maximum, but where an exemption from the rigid application of the section is granted. 
But, inferentially, no greater concession to branch line points would be called for by 
the commission when the competitive rate is made a maximum by the carrier on the 
main line movement, than when the commission itself exempts the carrier from the 
necessity of so applying it. This inference is substantiated by the practice in regard 
to freight rates already adverted to. A particular example may be referred to as 
indicating the method of rate structure used in practice. 

It appears that the present first-class fare between Chicago and Spokane is $46.10 
This is a distance via St. Paul and short line movements of 1,885 miles. From Chicage 
to Spokane, via Union Pacific Route, moving through Omaha, Ogden, Pocatello, ant 
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Umatilla Junction, is a distance of 2,415 miles. Where the movement is via Granger, 
_ the distance is slightly less, viz., 2,349 miles. In this case, in accordance with common 
_ practice, the short line makes the rate between initial and terminal points. In addition 
_ to this, the rate of the short line mileage is made the maximum to intermediate points 
in the case of a direct line movement where the ordinary mileage fare would be higher. 
: But on a movement westward from Umatilla to Portland, a distance of 187 miles, the 
fares are made up by adding to the rate to Umatilla Junction the local rate beyond; 
that is to say, the competitive factor is limited to the portion of the route by the short 
line mileage. 

While it does not appear that an explicit sanction has been given to this practice 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission, there does not appear to be anything in its 
decisions which finds it unjustifiable. 


¢ By Section 315 of the Railway Act of Canada, provision is made that— 


¥ “All such tolls shall always, under substantially similar circumstances and ~ 
ic’ conditions, in respect of all traffic of the same description, and earried in or 
a upon the like kind of cars, passing over the same portion of the line of railway, 
2. be charged equally to all persons and at the same rate, whether by weight, 
* mileage, or otherwise.” 

* 

az Sub-section 5 of the same section provides that— 

B “The board shall not approve or allow any toll which for the like descrip- 
# tion of goods or for passengers carried under substantially similar circum- 
f stances and conditions, in the same direction, over the same line, is greater for 
a shorter than for a longer distance, within which such shorter distance is 
£ included, unless the board is satisfied that owing to competition it is expedient 
4 : to allow such toll.” 

Be 


tr. 


4 


__ The board in the application of J. S. Mitchell & Co., dated February 1, 1911, 
file 16686, had before it a situation whereon a shipment to Boynton, Que., a higher 
‘Tate was charged by the Boston & Maine than to Beebe Junction and Rock Island 
stations, which were further along the line. The situation was that to the further 
distant points commodity rates existed, while only the mileage rate was at the time 
available to Boynton, which is a flag station. The board, in dealing with this matter, 
held that since the circumstances were not shown to be dissimilar, and there being no 
plea that the lower rate for longer distance was attributable to competition, it had 
Power to disallow the toll under sub-section 5 of Section 315. 

As has been indicated, the C.P-R. makes the same rate to St. John as it makes to 
Moncton, the Moncton rate being made to meet the Intercolonial rate. It appears — 
from tariffs on file with the board that the Intercolonial extends its Moncton rate to 
St. John. 
é The board has found that at St. John and at Montreal competitive conditions exist. 

n 
ie 


what was before it at the former hearing, it appeared that the extension of this 
competitive rate to intermediate points on the main line was a matter of mere gratuity 
n the part of the railway. On further consideration, in view of what has been sub- 

‘itted, this conclusion appears to have been in error. It appears that, in practice, an 
individual travelling to a point between St. John and Montreal, either Montreal or 
St. John being the initial point of the journey, can purchase a through ticket at either 
af these points. and then use it on his journey to the intermediate point. The effect 
of this is to cut out on the journey to the intermediate point the application of the 
mileage rate.’ It is also open to a traveller beginning his journey at a point inter- 
mediate to Montreal, for example, and travelling to Montreal, to send to St. John to 
purchase a ticket. He can then travel on this ticket to his destination ; and the effect 
of this is that as to this journey the mileage rate is also cut out. This situation may 
200-174 
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arise wherever the competitive rate is less than the mileage rate of the intermediate 
point in question. It was submitted before the board that where formerly on the lines 
of the Canadian Pacific in Western Canada, the coast rate was not made a maximum 
to intermediate points, the people travelling from such intermediate points did send 
to the coast to purchase tickets, and that in view of this practice the present method 
of making the coast rate a maximum developed. It certainly would appear that any 
passenger travelling with any degree of regularity would soon know how to take 
advantage of such an arrangement. 

If, in-the case of freight, a higher rate exists from an intermediate point to 
destination, the freight, in order to take advantage of the lower rate ona movement to 
Montreal, assuming, for example, that a lower rate existed from St. John to Montreal 
than from the intermediate point to the same destination, would have to move to 
St. John on the local rate and then move back westward through the intermediate 
point to Montreal. This is what actually did take place in the United States in the ’70’s 

of last century, where points such as Pittsburg moved goods east to the Atlantic coast 
in order to obtain the advantage of the Atlantie coast rates westbound. The situation 
at present in connection with the Panama canal presents a somewhat similar condition, 
although here there is a rail and water route as distinguished from the all-rail route. 
Goods are being moved from west of Chicago by rail to the Atlantic seaboard to take 
advantage of the water rate between the Atlantic seaboard and the Pacific coast. 

In the case of passenger traffic, a roundabout movement such as freight may take 
in order to get the advantage of a lower rate is less common. The directness of the 
route, the time taken, and the incidental expenses of travelling attaching to the longer 
route are factors which exercise an influence on the passenger movement. But, as 
indicated, it is not necessary for the passenger to go in person to the ticket office 
at the longer distance point which has a competitive rate. The effect of competition 
at the longer distance point may thus be spread by the action of the passenger ove 
the whole route between the two terminals affected by the competition, since it is open 
to the passenger to take advantage of the compelled rate instead of paying on mileage 
The only limitation apparent is the checking of baggage. It does not appear, however 
that this is a prohibitive factor. 

The contention of the railway that as to the journey between St. John and 
Montreal there is a competitive situation throughout is well taken. There is an 
actual competition at the initial and at the terminal point, and the potential choice 
of the prospective passenger spreads the effect of competition over the whole journey 

Section 315 of the Railway Act prescribes that in respect of traffic of the sam 
description, “..... under substantially similar circumstances and conditions... 
earried in or upon the like kind of cars passing over the same portion of the line 01 
railway. ...- ” there shall be equality of charge. 

Subsection 6 of section 315 does not arise in the present application, as it 
concerned simply with the power of the board to declare that “any places are con 
petitive points” within the meaning of the Railway Act. It has been laid down 
the board in its decision in the Western Rates Case at p. 11 :— : 

“ Subsections 5 and 6 are the long and short haul sections, the effect of 
which is to permit a reduced charge on movements to a competitive point, even 
although that reduced charge is smaller than the charge made for carriage for 
lesser distances along the same line to intermediate points. The subsection 
are sections which directly recognize the necessity, In proper cases, of opera- 
tion at a reduced toll justified by competitive conditions. The result is, ther 
fore that lesser tolls may be legal under such circumstances, and that 

. discrimination may exist between different localities without such discrimina 
tion amounting to an illegal practice.” 

It does not appear necessary to develop here the significance of the words as § 
out in the main section, viz., “ passing over the same portion of the line of railway,” 


' 
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the further words as set out in subsection 5 of the section, viz., “ 
direction over the same line is greater for a shorter than for a longer distance, within 
which such shorter distance is included ......” The significance of these limitations 
“has been dealt with in Malkin & Sons v. Grand Trunk Ry. Co., 8 Can. Ry. Cas., pages 
186 and 187; see also Almonte K nitting Co. v. Canadian Pacific and Michigan Central 
Ry. Cos., 8 Can. Ry. Cas., 441. 
‘The general scope of section 815 makes clear that the board is empowered to 
‘recognize the existence of competition and of its effects. The existence of competition 
is one factor creating dissimilar circumstances and conditions, and when the board is 
‘satisfied that such competition existg it may allow the lower toll in respect of the 
section in which the dissimilar circumstances and conditions so created exists. 
5 In the former hearing, the decision on the point herein involved turned on the 
absence of competition at the intermediate point on the main line movement. Now, 
on further evidence and consideration thereof, the existence of pervasive competition 
on the main line movement is established. Consequently, the finding of the former 
judgment dealing with the point herein involved should be revised. 

Chief Commissioner Drayton: In light of the fuller information now before 
the board, I am obliged to agree in dismissing the application of the Board of Trade 


of Fredericton. It is to be regretted that the record was not made complete in the 
rst instance. 


_ Reported in 17, Can. Ry. Cas. 433, 439. 


sion tarot in the same 


*% ’ 


APPLICATION OF THE CENTRAL CONVENTION OF FARMERS’ INSTITUTES OF BRITISH COLUMBIA 


> FOR THE PRIVILEGE OF SHIPPING MIXED CARLOADS OF FLOUR AND FEED (IN SACKS) AND 
BALED HAY AND STRAW AT CARLOAD RATES. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, J anuary 7, 1915: 


This application was heard at Vancouver at a sitting held in October, 1913. The 
railway company was represented, but as no one appeared for the applicants, no action 
was taken, and the matter has subsequently been brought up by correspondence. 
The applicants alleged that the refusal of the company so to bill mixed carloads 
of flour, feed and hay constitutes a hardship: to the settlers, many of whom desire to 
purchase these commodities in wholesale quantities at a time when they could be 
procured at reasonable prices, and that as they cannot so purchase they are compelled 
to obtain supplies from retailers at much higher rates. 

- Iam of the opinion that the application must be dismissed. 

_ Less than a catload consignment of hay cannot be looked upon as a movement of 
commodities in wholesale quantities. Under the present classification hay moves with 
a minimum loading of but 20,000 pounds, 

2 Lhe Traffic Department has very carefully looked through the different tariffs 
id classifications applying in other places, and reports that no tariff or classification 
rmits a carload mixture as asked; and that, on the other hand, under the present 
ssification, hay and straw in carloads move under the 10th class at a minimum 
ite of 20,000 pounds per car, while flour and other mill stuffs in carloads take the 
class at a minimum of 30,000 pounds. 

In view of the low minimum applying on hay and the higher minimum as well 
1s the’ higher rate which applies on flour and other mill stuffs, I am unable to see 
that advantage would accrue to the applicants at all compatible with the general 
isarrangement of the classification. 
The classification west of lake Superior provides a number of distinctive headings 
vering groups of commodities which may be consolidated into carloads at carload 
‘ates; but under rule 2 (c), when the various articles in such mixtures, take different 
Jassification ratings if shipped separately in straight carloads, the. entire mixed car- 
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load is charged the highest carload rate, and the highest minimum carload weight. 
‘This is practically the universal rule in freight classification. 
lf the application were granted it would have to be subject to this rule, unless 
the whole scheme of mixed classification is to be upset, So that the heavier articles, 
flour, ete., would have to make room for the lighter, hay and straw, without a cor- 
responding reduction in the carload minimum weight, the result being that the rate 
on a car so mixed would be at the 8th class instead of at the lower 10th class rate, 
and would be accompanied by a minimum weight charge of 30,000 pounds. 
So far I only treat the question as a matter of classification. a . 
The company has, however, a special commodity tariff (C.R.C. No, W. 1686), 
which gives reduced rates on straight or mixed carloads of bagged flour, grain, flax- 
seed, oatmeal, and mill stutfs, with a minimum loading of 40,000 pounds, and also 
reduced rates on straight carloads of hay with a minimum weight of 24,000 pounds. — 
Tt is hard to say on what ground an extension of the mixing privilege could be 
ordered which would apply to the special rates under this tariff. As to the minimum 
per car, the differences in the present instance being 16,000 pounds as against 10,000 
pounds the result is that if hay were consolidated in one car with grain, the loading 
would have to amount to 40,000 pounds, or else the shipper is paying for freight that 
does not move. ‘his of itself alone would prohibit such a movement. While hay and 
straw are agricultural products just as much as grain and its products; they can 
hardly be considered as analogous commodities. The grain rate, for example, is 
accompanied by the special feature of milling and malting privileges in transit. | 
T am of the opinion that the application must be refused and that if granted it — 
would be largely merely a matter of trouble to the railway companies with but little — 
if any advantage to the shippers. > 
Concurred in by Commissioner McLean. 


RE APPROACHES TO FARM OROSSINGS. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner DRayTon, January 11, 1918: 


The issue between the railway company and the owner of the farm, Mr. Colwill, is 
now narrowed down merely to the question of approach fences. : 
Under the provisions of Order No. 19146, the company was directed to construct 
a suitable farm crossing by way of bridge. The bridge has been constructed with th 
result that the approach at its maximum height is ten feet above the surface of the 
adjacent ground. An approach of such a character should be fenced. It is customary — 
to fence them, and the company itself in dealing with similar farm crossings in the 
neighbourhood has fenced them. The farm owner has already carried his fence lines 
along the line of the approach to a point where the approach is 5 feet above the adjoin- 
ing ground so that the whole question in dispute is merely as to whether or not the rail- 
way company, as part of the work, should connect that part of the approach already 
built by the owner to the bridge railing. 
The work should be done by the company, and is necessary to be done in properly 
carrying out the terms of the Order. - 
Assistant Chief Commissioner Seott concurred. 


DTD 


COMPLAINT OF THE TAYLOR MILLING AND ELEVATOR COMPANY OF LETHBRIDGE, ALTA. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner DRAyToN, January 12, 1915: 


The complaint relates to a rate on carloads of millstuffs from Lethbridge, Alberta, 
to Crawford Bay, British Columbia, the applicant company in its complaint stating :— 
“We figured that this station should be in the Nelson group, which takes 

a rate of 27 cents out of Lethbridge, being a through rate which applies from 

all points from Kootenay landing up as high as Kaslo.” 
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The position taken by the company was that Crawford bay was not on the direct 
line of transit, being on an arm of the lake, and that the car had to be taken by ‘barge 
to Proctor and transhipped at Proctor by steamer to Orawford bay. z 

Under these circumstances, the company claims that the only legal rate from Leth- 
_ bridge was, therefore, the rate to Proctor and Nelson, namely 27 cents plus the local 
4 mileage, eighth class rate of 8 cents per 100 lbs. from Proctor, making a total of 35 
~ cents. 

The company’s position was tenable in view of the fact that published traiffs did 

- not contain any through rate to Crawford bay, under which circumstances the com- 
_ bination of the Proctor rate plus the lecal was the through rate called for by the tariffs 
filed. 

On further consideration of the whole matter, it became apparent that, in the 

development of the principles laid down by the board in the so-called Western 

_ Rates case, a new tariff would have to be filed covering not only Crawford bay but the 
entire territory which should reasonably be considered in connection with the movement 

of millstuffs from Lethbridge. 

: A mileage tariff carrying out the principles of the Western Rates judgment has 
since been filed by the company, the tariff becoming effective on the first instant in 
Bien of the rates complained against from Lethbridge. This tariff is a mileage one, 
and as Orawford bay is shown on the company’s official distance tables, it with other 
ports of call, takes the rates appropriate to its mileage, with the result that the rate 

complained of from Lethbridge to Crawford bay of 35 cents now becomes a rate of 
933 cents. 

2 The new scale is not, of course, confined to Crawford bay. It is a scale which is 
just in its operation, based as it is on mileage, with the result that the rate to Nelson 
becomes 24 cents instead of the old 27-cent rate, while the rate to Proctor becomes 
224 cents and to Kaslo 24 cents. 


Commissioner McLean concurred. 
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APPLICATION OF THE CITY OF CALGARY FOR AN ORDER COMPELLING THE CANADIAN NORTHERN 
RAILWAY COMPANY TO CARRY OUT THE TERMS OF AN AGREEMENT RESPECTING STREET- 
a, CROSSINGS IN THE CITY OF CALGARY. 


3 Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, January 12, 1915: 


on 
“— 


ie: The city of Calgary asks the board to decide whether certain land owners whose 
_ property is adjacent to certain crossings of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s 
tracks over highways in the city of Calgary should be entitled to damages. 
By Order No. 14611, dated August 18, 1911, the board approved of the crossing 
r of the tracks of the Canadian Northern Railway over Thistle, Pine, Spruce, Poplar, 
and Hungerford streets, in the city of Calgary. That order was made subject to the 
terms and conditions contained in a resolution passed by the council of the city of 
Calgary consenting to the crossing of the said streets. The resolution was passed on 
the 12th June, 1911. The portion of it with which we are now concerned is clause 6, 
which j is as follows:— 


“d 


ie “That the C.N.R. undertake and enter into an agreement with the city to 
F pay any and all property damages and to indemnify the city therefrom.” 

The plan approved by the board shows the profile of the crossings of the tracks 
on each of the highways above mentioned. At Spruce, Poplar and Hungerford streets 
- the grade on the highway to the railway on each side is shown to be 5 per cent. On 
a blue print of the plan which we have on file the following endorsement is found :— 

P “ Approved subject to conditions as per report, June 10, 1911, Jno. W. 
Mitchell, Mayor of Calgary; W. D. Spence, Clerk.” 
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The Report of June 10 is the report of the Railway Committee of the Municipal — 
Council and was adopted by the resolution of June 12, 1911, already mentioned. 

T have examined the crossings in question and I find that the railway crosses the 
highways in question on an embankment and that the grade at the track is consider- 
ably higher; say about eight or nine. feet than the original grade of the highways. 

In expropriating its right of way over the property adjoining the highways in 
question the railway has paid consequential damages to some of the land owners for 
damage to their adjoining property; but, there are a number of owners of property 
on the streets in question who may have suffered damage because of the close 
proximity of the railway; or, because of the change in the grade of the street in front 
of their property, who have received no compensation whatever because the railway 
did not actually take a portion of their property. The question now before us is 
whether these parties should be compensated, and if so, by whom. 

At the time the board issued its order of the 18th August, 1911, approving of the 
crossings in question there was nothing before the board to show that the interests 
of any individuals would suffer; and, as already pointed out, the city was actually 
consenting to the order going. 

More than a year after the consent of the city to the crossings in question was 
given and the order of the board was issued, an agreement between the city and the 
railway company was entered into on the 24th October, 1912, dealing with the entrance 
of the railway into the city. Clause 10 of that agreement bears on the matter before 
us and is as follows :— 


“The company hereby agrees to indemnify and save harmless the city 
from and against any and all manner of expense, costs, suits, claims and 
damages of any nature and kind whatsoever arising out of the location of the 
company’s line along the said route or the construction of any of the works 
herein agreed to be constructed or the closing of any streets herein agreed to 
be closed, and that it will in all proceedings to determine any damages or other 

\ matter, at the request of the city as far as possible take upon itself the conduct 
of any suit or other proceedings and indemnify the city against all costs in 
connection therewith and pay the costs of the city’s solicitor or counsel in suits 
or other proceedings, the conduct of which is not undertaken by the company. 
Provided, however, that the city shall notify the company of any claim made | 
against the city, and that the company shall have the right to appear and be 
represented by counsel-and take upon itself the conduct of any such proceedings 
on notice to the city.” 


_ At the sittings in Calgary we were told by counsel for the railway company that 
no claim had been made or referred to by the city to the railway company, and he sub- 
mitted that if any claim was made it was a matter for the courts of the province and 
not this board to interpret the agreement in question. 

At the time the crossings in question were approved of, the board had power 
under section 235 of the Railway Act as amended by section 6 of chapter 22 of the 
statutes of 1911, to require such compensation to adjacent or abutting landowners as_ 
the board deems proper at the crossing of a railway over a highway; but, I am not 
aware of any case similar to the present in which the board has exercised that power. 
T of course cannot say what might have been done at the time the order of August 
18, 1911, was issued had no agreement between the city and the railway company 
been entered into, and had the question of damage to abutting landowners been 
brought to our attention. 

Now, after the lapse of three years since we approved of the crossings in question 
and with the agreement between the railway company and the city before us, I se 
no justification for this board interfering. The parties must be left to their rights, 
whatever they are under the agreement. 
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t: Another point which was brought before us was the lack of the railway company 
hay to provide approaches of a grade not exceeding 5 per cent at the crossings affected. 
_ The standard regulations of the board respecting highway crossings require the grade 
on approaches not to exceed 5 per cent, and the board has no hesitation in saying that 
i, if the grade on the approaches are steeper than 5 per cent that they should be made 
to conform with our standard requirements. ; 

; An order may go as to the grade on approaches, but no order is made on the 
- question of damages. 


Concurred in, by Commissioner Goodeve. 


> 


APPLICATION OF THE BOARD OF TRADE OF CUMBERLAND, B.C., FOR INTERCHANGE TRACKS 
BETWEEN THE LINES OF THE CANADIAN COLLIERIES, LIMITED, AND THE ESQUIMALT AND 
NANAIMO RAILWAY COMPANY AT ROYSTON. 


Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, January 14, 1915: 


The Canadian Collieries, Limited, a company incorporated by the province of 
_ British Columbia, has a railway running from Cumberland to Union wharf. This 
railway crosses the line of the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway near a flag station on 
the latter railway called Royston. The crossing is about 44 miles from Cumberland. 
There are no facilities at the diamond for the transhipment of passengers, express or 
freight. At present passengers get off at Royston and walk about 2,500 feet along 
a highway until they come to the Collieries railway where they can get a train for 
Cumberland. In October last one of the inspectors of the board reports that on one 
day there were as many as twenty-three passengers transferred from one line to the 
_ other; and from the evidence put in at the sittings in Victoria it is apparent that 
there would be considerable passenger travel between points on the E. and N. and Cum- 
_ berland if this connection were put in, and proper facilities for the transfer of pas- 
'Sengers and their baggage established. 

io The only way to get freight into Cumberland at present, either C. L. or L. C. L. is 
to have it go in over the Canadian Collieries line from Union wharf. This makes it 
_ difficult for Cumberland merchants to deal with wholesale houses in Victoria. Cum- 
-berland has a population of three or four thousand inhabitants with some industries, 
and the indications are that it will grow. 

if I think it in the public interest that there should be suitable facilities estab- 
lished near the crossing of these railways for the transfer of passengers, baggage, 
express and freight, both OG. L. and L. C. L. The Canadian Collieries, Limited, is 
not under the jurisdiction of this board and we have no power to order it to pay a 
portion of the cost of this undertaking. Nevertheless, I think it should contribute a 
_ portion of the cost of the work to be done, and I believe that if the connection were 
put in it would prove to be beneficial to the Collieries line. The connection would, I 
BD icve, be more beneficial to the E. and N. Railway Company and I therefore think 
that company should contribute the larger portion of the cost. After consultation 
with the board’s chief engineer and operating officer, I have come.to the conclusion 
that a fair division of the cost would be: two-thirds to be paid by the Esquimalt and 
Nanaimo Railway and one-third by the Canadian Collieries, Limited. Both these 
Officers agree that this will be a fair distribution of the cost. 
Plans should be prepared by the E. and N. Railway Company to be submitted for 
«the approval of the board, showing track connection and station facilities. Royston 
- station building is on the wrong side of the track and therefore should be moved 
Probably expense could be saved if when moving the station to the other side of the 
track it were also moved nearer to the diamond so that the connecting line would be as 
short as possible. We will make an order requiring the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Rail- 
“way Company to do the work on condition that the Canadian Collieries, Limited, con- 
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sent to assume one-third of the cost; or, is ordered to contribute that amount by 
some forum having jurisdiction over it. Neither railway company should receive any- 
thing for any portion of its land which it will be necessary for it to use in con- 
structing the interchange. The plans of the proposed layout to be submitted by the 
Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway Company should be sent to the board by the first of 
March next and copies of it supplied to the Canadian Collieries, Limited, and the 
British Columbia Government. 
Concurred in by Commissioner Goodeve. 


APPLICATION OF W. J. BOLAND, ON BEHALF OF MILLAR H. FINDLAY, TORONTO, FOR ORDER com” 
PELLING THE GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY TO EXTEND RAILWAY SIDING CONSTRUCTED 
INTO PREMISES OF FAIRBANKS-MORSE CANADIAN COMPANY, LIMITED, INTO CERTAIN PROPERTY — 
RECENTLY RENTED FOR FACTORY PURPOSES. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, Jannary 18, 1915: 


This application was heard by the Assistant Chief Commissioner and Commissioner 
McLean at a sitting of the board held in Toronto, July 3, 1914. : ; 

My brother commissioners have asked me to consider the issues raised. 

So far as the facts are concerned, the Assistant Chief Commissioner has made an 
inspection of the property. He has found that the Grand Trunk Railway line with, 
which the siding connects is on the east side of the Fairbanks-Morse property; that the 
property of Mr. Boland, the applicant, is on the west side of the Fairbanks-Morse 
property; and that there is no other way of affording the Boland property railway 
facilities except by extending the existing Fairbanks-Morse siding. ; 

As a result of his inspection he further found that, physically, it was quite feasible 
to build the siding; and that the Boland property is in an industrial section of Toronto, 
but is handicapped by the lack of railway facilities which would be necessary if the 
applicant’s present intention of establishing a coal and wood yard on his property is to 
be carried out. 

I entirely adopt these conclusions arrived at by the Assistant Chief Commissioner 
and consider only the question as to whether or not, under the circumstances of this 
case, the board should grant Mr. Boland that facility which, under ordinary circum- 
stances, he would be entitled to. 

The Fairbanks-Morse siding, which it is now sought to have extended, was 
authorized by Order of the Board No. 10,062. This order was made on the application 
of the Grand Trunk Railway Company and the consent of the Fairbanks-Morse Com- 
pany, as evidenced by an agreement with the railway company dated Decemrber 31, 
1909. The order authorized the construction of the siding subject to the terms and con- 
ditions contained in the agreement. 

The siding constructed is about 1,600 feet in length, 155 feet of which is constructed 
on the right of way of the Grand Trunk and some 1,450 feet on what was at that time 
at any rate beyond all question the land of the Fairbanks-Morse Company. The siding 
branches out into three different tracks on the premises of the Fairbanks-Morse Com- 
pany. It is proposed that the siding now applied for should be connected with the most 
westerly track at a point some 180 feet from its northerly extension. This westerly 
track lies 19 or 20 feet east of the easterly boundary line of the Boland property. It is 
physically perfectly possible to make the connection; but in order to do so on the 
necessary curve, the new construction, commencing at the point indicated, continues on 
the land of the Fairbanks-Morse Company for a distance of some 75 feet. 

The Fairbanks-Morse Company states that the siding belongs to it, and that the 
board is without jurisdiction to order any extension of the siding or connection with it; 
and Mr. Cowan, who appeared for the Fairbanks-Morse Company, relies on the cas 
of Blackwoods vs. Canadian Northern Railway Company, 44 S.C.R. 92, and Clover Ba 
Coal Company vs. Humberstone, 45 §.C.R. 346. 
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'These-cases are distinguished by Mr. Macdonell, counsel for the applicant, on the 
- ground that the decisions in both these cases dealt with sidings unauthorized by the 
_ board and which did not form part of the railways; while the siding in question being 
authorized by the appropriate order, under Section 222, became part of the railway. 
Counsel further argues that that part of the judgment of Duff, J., in the Black- 
woods case, where he deals with the question as to whether or not, the presumption 
arose that the requirements of section 222 had been observed, proceeding as the learned 
judge does on the assumption that the section had not been observed, that the judgment 
of the court would have been to the contrary if an order under the section had been 
made. 
It is necessary that reference should be made to the agreement under which the 
siding was constructed. 
In the agreement the railway is referred to as the Company and the Fairbanks- 
- Morse Company as the Contractor. Paragraph 3 of the agreement is as follows :— 


“The Company will provide the rails, switches, frogs, fastenings and signals 
and all other iron or steel work required for the construction of the said siding, 
all of which shall remain the property of the Company.” 


: Paragraph 5, after providing for a nominal rental of $1.00 per year on the value 
of the rails, ne A frogs, etc., to be paid by the Contractor, proceeds to ee with 
_ this rental as follows: 


“and as an acknowledgment of the Company’s ownership and control of the 
said siding, which is hereby understood that company furnish for the accom- 
modation of the business of the Contractor.” 


The agreement also provides that the Company is to supply the necessary signals, 
* light them, 'and maintain and repair the siding, while all switches connecting the siding 
_ are to be under the sole control of the employees of the Company. 

The Company also reserves the right to alter the position of the siding if neces- 
_ sary, for its purposes, i.e., the purposes of the railway. 


Paragraph 16, dealing with the right of way, is as follows :— 


“The Contractor will secure to the Company the right of way over the lands 
on which any portion of the said siding may be constructed outside of the lands 
or property of the Company, and will save the Company harmless from all 
claims for compensation by the owners of the said lands, and will pay, and hold 

. the Company harmless from all taxes of whatever kinds or nature (including 

those payable in respect of drainage, or for local improvements) which shall be 
_ assessed or levied by any authority, or for any purpose upon the lands used and 
"4 occupied by and for the said right of way.” 


The agreement also provides that the Contractor is to protect the railway from 
DP estile or other animals escaping thereupon from such portion of the siding as may be 
outside the railway lands. 
The term of the agreement is 5 years, and the agreement is subject to ceancella- 
Pion at any time on three months notice by the Company. 
‘ _ On the expiration of the agreement, paragraph 19 provides that the Company shall 
have the right, without previous notice, to take up all the iron and steel work in the 
pcre belonging to the Company, and that the right shall-continue until the expiration 
of three months’ notice from the Contractor to the Company directing the Company to 
take up and remove the rails and other material. 
; The agreement is on a printed form which contained paragraphs allowing the 
company to use the siding as a common carrier without any charge being made by the 
b Contractor; also allowing it to receive and deliver freight upon the siding for persons 
einer than the Contractor, if that can be done without interfering with the proper 
v 


é 
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handling of the business of the Contractor and subject to a payment per car therefor ~ 
and a further provision under which the siding may be-connected with or crossed by 
other sidings or used as an approach to or a continuation of any other siding. All 
these provisions are struck out. ' 

As a result of the agreement then the siding is not a permanent construction but 
is constructed and operated for the business of the “ Contractor” only and the necessary — 
right of way remains the property of the Contractor. As the order relied on by the 
applicont as making the siding part of the railway on its face states that it is made 
“ subject to the terms and conditions set forth in said agreement.” I am at a loss to 
see, apart from all other considerations, how such a construction can be given to it. 
Apart from the order, the construction of that part of the siding on the lands of the 
Contractor could have been made without approval by the board. 

Tt is said that any construction made under section 222 must be part of the railway. 
T have no doubt that the branch line sections do contemplate such branch lines being 
constructed as railway property and becoming part of the general railway undertaking. 
Section 222 contemplates the work being done by the company on a right of way which 
the company acquires in the same manner as the company’s main line right of way is 
acquired; and the other section dealing with the construction of a somewhat different 
branch line (section 226)—a construction that is forced on the railway company— 
specially provides that, after the railway company has rebated the whole cost of the 
industry which has supplied the money for the building of the line, including the right 
of way, the branch becomes the absolute property of the railway company. 

I am of the opinion that construction made under an order issued under the 
provisions of section 222, is not tpso facto railway property. Whatever the effect of 
such order might be as against the railway company, it cannot in any way affect the 
title of others and transfer the right of way on which the siding may be built from 
them to the railway. While it may well be that the section contemplates the acquisition 
of the right of way by the railway company, it can only contemplate this being done by 
agreement with the landowner or after payment of compensation fixed under the 
appropriate sections of the Act. Nothing of the sort has happened here. 

To treat the siding as railway property and grant the application would work an 
unwarranted interference with the contractual rights of the Fairbanks-Morse Company, 
and take its property (ie. the right of way) without compensation; a result, | am 
confident no enabling order under section 222 was ever contemplated to work. 

Apart from the effect of an order under this section, the agreement is not as much 
in ease of the board’s jurisdiction as was the agreement in the Clover Bar case, under 
which agreement the railway company had the right to use the siding for the purpose 
of affording not only shipping facilities for itself but for other persons as well, with 
the express right, if necessary, to extend the siding for such_an object; while in this 
ease the similar provisions appearing in the agreement are deliberately struck out. 

Under the circumstances of the case and in view of the facts found by the 
Assistant Chief Commissioner on his inspection, I am nevertheless of the view that 
an enabling order should go authorizing the Grand Trunk Railway Company to 
expropriate the right of way through the Fairbanks-Morse Company’s’ property and 
to construct the siding which is asked. 

While on the one hand no injury should be worked against merchants already 
having siding accommodation, on the other hand public interest demands that, in 
cases where sidings can be extended without injury, the interests of others requiring. 
railway accommodation should not be disregarded. 

Here, the argument has lapsed. The Fairbanks-Morse Company has no title 
in the superstructure which may at any time be removed. The cost to the Grand 
Trunk of the expropriation of the right of way should be covered in a proper charge 
made by the company in view of the expense to which the railway company is put, 
and divided between those using the siding on a pro rata basis. 
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It is to be hoped that, in view of the circumstances, no order authorizing the 
expropriation need be issued, but that an adjustment will be made between the 
parties. There is no doubt that arrangements can be made under which the Boland 
property can be served without injury to the interests of the Fairbanks-Morse 
Company. It would occur to me that a reasonable solution of the whole question 
would be for the applicant to pay the Fairbanks-Morse Company for the land required 
for the extension of the siding, and pay! that company a rate per car for the use of 
the siding already constructed. If an arrangement is consummated and no expropria- 
tion of the siding as a whole had, it should also be made on a basis which will 
recognize the Fairbanks-Morse Company as having the first, ‘and, therefore, a prior— 
‘although not exclusive—right, with the result that the siding would be so operated as 
to give the business of that company precedence. Of course, if expropriation is 
ultimately adopted, the rights of all industries which may have to use the siding, or 
any extension of it in the future, would be common. 


Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr, November 10, 1914: 


¢ The Fairbanks-Morse Canadian Company has a Grand'Trunk Railway spur into 

its property on the south side of Bloor street, Toronto. This spur was authorized-by an 
order of the board No. 10062, dated April 5, 1910. The order was issued on the appli- 
cation of the Grand Trunk Railway Company, under section 222 of the Railway Act. 
It was made subject to the terms and conditions of an agreement made between the 
railway company and the Fairbanks-Morse Company, dated December 31, 1909. 
Paragraph 5 of the agreement is as follows :—- 


i soi Uh ire a 1) 


“The contractor (Fairbanks Company) shall pay to the (railway) com- 
pany, beginning on the date when the charge therefor is first made on the 
books of the company after the completion of the said siding, one dollar per 
annum on the value of the rails, switches, frogs, fastenings, and signals and 
other iron and steel material of the company in the said siding, and as an 
acknowledgment of the company’s ownership and control of the said siding 
which is hereby understood that the company furnishes for the accommodation 
of the business of the contractor.” ; 


FIN PRE eh ee ee eee eee 


The Grand Trunk Railway line with which the spur connects is on the east side 
__ of the Fairbanks property. The property of Boland the applicant is on the west side of 
_ the Fairbanks property. Boland, on behalf of Miller H. Findlay, applies to the board 
_ for a spur off the Fairbanks’ spur into his property. There is no other way of supply- 
__ ing the Boland property with a railway spur than to have it run off of the Fairbanks- 
_ Morse spur. 
J Since the hearing, I have visited the Fairbanks-Morse property and examined the 
- location of the spur on the ground. Physically it is quite feasible to build the spur 
applied for. The Boland property is in an industrial section of Toronto, but is, 
_ undoubtedly, handicapped by the lack of railway facilities. The applicant is desirous 
_ of establishing a coal and wood yard on his property. 
es The railway company do not offer any serious opposition to this application, but 
the Fairbanks-Morse company strongly object. I am satisfied of the necessity of the 
_ spur applied for in the interests of trade. I am also satisfied that the damage or incon- ; 
' venience that the Fairbanks Company might suffer if this application is granted could 
‘be fairly compensated by the payment of an annual sum during the time that the 
_ Boland spur would be subject to be used. The Fairbanks-Morse Company in opposing 
the application contends that its spur is its own private property, and that the board 
- has not jurisdiction to grant this application. I think the board has jurisdiction to 
order the construction of the spur applied for. The Fairbanks-Morse spur is not the 
private property of the Fairbanks Company, but is part of the Grand Trunk Railway. 
E eing authorized by the board under section 222 of the Railway Act, it was constructed 
as part of the railway and is subject to the jurisdiction of this board, and is included 
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in the word “railway” in section 226 of the Act. It was acknowledged to be part of 
the Grand Trunk Railway in paragraph 5 of the agreement between the Fairbanks- 
Morse Company and the railway company, already quoted. In Blackwoods v. C.N.R., 
44 Sup. Ct. p. 92, it was decided that a private spur constructed under an agreement, 
but not authorized by the board, could not be added to to provide railway facilities for_ 
another industry without the spur being expropriated, or the owner thereof compen- ~ 
sated, as the board had no jurisdiction to make such an order. The present case is not 
the same as the Blackwoods case. In that case it was the Blackwoods private spur that 
the spur was to be built off. In the present case, it is part of the Grand Trunk Rail- 
way built to serve the Fairbanks-Morse Company that the applicant desires to use. 
Another case which should be considered, but which like the Blackwoods case, does 

not apply to the present case is the Clover Bar Coal Company v. Humberstone and — 
G.T.P. Ry., 45 Sup. Ct. p. 346. The spur in that case like the Blackwoods spur was — 
private property and not part of the: railway; the spur never having been authorized 
by the board. There was a clause in the agreement between the industry and the rail- 
way company which gave the railway company the right to use the spur for the pur- 
pose of affording shipping facilities for themselves and persons other than the owner — 
of the land upon which the spur was built. The court decided that the board had no © 
jurisdiction to make an order extending the spur to serve another industry. Anglin J. — 
who delivered the judgment of a majority of the court, said: (pages 352-3.) “ 


*“ As pointed out in the case of Blackwoods, Limited, v. The Canadian — 
Northern Railway Company—more particularly in the judgment of my brother — 
Duff, at pages 96 et seg.—the appellants’ spur, constructed solely under the — 
authority of their agreement with the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company, 
must be treated as a private siding or branch, not in any sense part of the 
Grand Trunk Pacific Railway. Its connection with the railway, because law- 
ful without authorization by the Board of Railway Commissioners, raises no 
presumption that such authorization was obtained. As a private siding the 
board, in my opinion, had not jurisdiction to order its extensi n, unless it first 
provided in a proper and legal manner for its becoming part of the Grand — 
Trunk Pacific Railway. ‘This it might have done by directing the expropria- 
tion by the railway company of the land on which the siding is constructed.” 


In the present case as the spur is already part of the railway, it is not necessary — 
that any expropriation proceedings be taken; but, there should be compensation to 
the Fairbanks-Morse Company for the use of the railway through its property. ; 

In order to inconvenience the Fairbanks-Morse Company as little as possible, — 
the railway through its property should not be used to get to or from the Boland 
spur between the hours of 7 a.m. and 6 p.m. 

An order may go accordingly. : 


a. 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, January 14, 1915.— 


The fundamental question involved in the present application is whether the 
spur is part of the railway. Order 10062 went subject to the terms and conditions of 
the agreement between the company, that is, the railway, and the contractor, that is, — 
the Fairbanks-Morse Company. Section 5 of the agreement provides that “the con-_ 
tractor shall pay . . . . $1 per annum on the value of the rails, switches, frogs, fasten-_ 
ings and signals and other iron and steel materials of the company in the said siding, = 
and as an acknowledgment of the company’s ownership and control of the said siding 
which is hereby understood that the company furnish for the accommodation of the — 
business of the contractor.” Order 10062 went under section 222 of the Railway Act; 
but, in view of the fact that it went, as above indicated, subject to the terms and con- 
ditions set forth in the agreement, it is necessary to see just what the scope of the 
agreement was. 
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By section 19 of the agreement, it is set out that on the termination of the agree- 
ment, either by lapse of time or otherwise, or if there is any default in any of the 
covenants or obligations imposed upon the contractor, the railway shall have the right, 
_ without previous notice to the contractor, to take up all the “rdils, switches, frogs, 
_ fastenings and signals, and iron and steel works and all other materials and property 
_ belonging to the company in the gaid siding.” The railway did not, under the agree- 
-ment, obtain any right of way. The Fairbanks-Morse Company, under the: agree- 
_ ment, was to provide the necessary right of way. The effect of this is that the pro- 
_ perty in the physical materials necessary for the construction of the siding remained 
in the railway. The title to the right of way necessary for the siding outside of the 
- company’s lands remained in the Fairbanks-Morse Company. 
In the ordinary printed siding agreement form used by the railway, section 8 pro- 
_ vided that the railway was to have the right (1) to use the siding as a common carrier, 
_ without charge being made by the contractor (2) to receive and deliver freight upon the 
z siding for persons other than the contractor, when this can be done without interfering 
_ with the proper handling of the business of the contractor, and subject to a payment 
_ per car therefor; (3) to connect the siding or cross the same with other sidings and use 
said siding as an approach to or continuation of any other siding. In the agreement 
: between the railway and the Fairbanks-Morse Company, this section was stricken out. 
_ _ While there is a reference in section 5 to “an acknowledgment of the company’s 
~ ownership and control of the said siding,” I cannot read this as incorporating the siding 
into the railway system, thereby making it part of the railway. The agreement is for 
a limited time. If the arrangment is continued thereafter, it would depend on another 
agreement. That is to say, assuming the force of the agreement is to incorporate the 
siding into the railway system, its continuance as a part thereof assumes as a condi- 
tion precedent the continuing assent of the contractor. Further, under section 18 of 
the agreement, the company may terminate the agreement on three months’ notice. It 
may also, under section 19, be terminated by it in case of default on the part of the 
contractor. On the termination of the agreement and the removal of the rails and mate- 
-Tials, what ownership and control remains to the railway? While the siding is in 
operation under the agreement, it has an easement over the lands of the Fairbanks- 
orse Company, this easement terminates when the agreement terminates. 

4 The acknowledgment in section 5 as to “ownership and control” must be read 
along with the words “which is hereby understood that the company furnish for the 
accommodation of the business of the contractor.” If the portion of track in question 
$ part of the railway system, then it cannot be limited to the case of a particular 
individual. The wording. of section 5 must be read in the light of the fact that 
section 8 is stricken out. It is evident that it was intended to preclude the siding 
being used for the business of any person other than the contractor. The words, in 
Section 5, “which is hereby understood that the company furnish for the accommo- 
dation of the business of the contractor” are, therefore, to be read not as words of 
description but of limitation as to the use. That is to say, the company bound itself 
hat this siding should be treated exclusively as a private siding. I am, therefore, 
imable to see that, on what is before us, the present application is distinguishable from 
position laid down by the Supreme Court in its judgment in the Clover Bar Coal 


Tawrety 


LICATION OF THE MUNICIPALITY OF ESQUIMALT FOR STATION FACILITIES ON THE ESQUI- 
. q MALT AND NANAIMO RAILWAY AT THE CROSSING OF ADMIRAL’S ROAD. 


Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr, January 20, 1915 :— 


The Municipality of Esquimalt adjoins the city of Victoria on the west. It has 
& population of about 4,500 people and is a separate municipal organization from 
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Victoria. There are about 500 dwellings in Esquimalt. It is a naval and military 
base, and a shipbuilding industry’ has been located there. Esquimalt & Nanaimo 
Railway Company has no passenger facilities in Esquimalt. The municipality applies 
for both passenger and freight accommodation near the crossing of the railway over 
Admirals road, which would be the most convenient spot for the people of Esquimalt 
who wish to avail themselves of the service of the railway. The railway has a station 
called Esquimalt station which is some distance north of the northern boundary of 
the municipality; but, as there is no highway leading to that station, and because of 
its distance away it is of no benefit to the applicants. Esquimalt station is used 
merely by the railway company as a suitable place for it to get its oil for its engines; — 
the oil being transferred from steamers at the railway company’s wharf adjdining ; 
the station. a 
In Victoria, in addition to the terminus of the railway, it has a station called — 
Russell station to the west of the bridge over Victoria Arm, where I understand all 
passenger trains now stop for the purpose of changing engines. Russell station is a 
little over a mile and three-quarters from the crossings of Admirals road. It seems to — 
me unreasonable to expect the people of Esquimalt to travel into Victoria to take the 
train at the Victoria terminals, or Russell station, when it would be far more 
convenient for them to get the train at Admirals road. 
After the hearing, I went over the ground and viewed the different points which 
might be suitable for a station for the Esquimalt péople, and I also travelled up and 
down the line on the railway. I am satisfied that the Admirals road site is the most 
suitable, and I think that the people of Esquimalt are entitled to some railway 
facilities at that point. 5 
As far as passenger facilities are concerned, I think there should be a flag stop a 
Admirals road for all passenger trains. Those desiring to take a passenger train at 
that point should have the train stop for them upon flagging it; and, those on a train 
desiring to leave it at Admirals road should have the train stopped for them upon the 
conductor being notified. There should be a flag station shelter erected at a convenient 
point in the vicinity of the Admirals road crossing. The railway company should — 
submit to the board a plan of the proposed shelter and location within thirty days. 
As far as freight facilities are concerned, the railway company has signified its 
willingness to put in a siding at Admirals road on the usual terms. The parties who 
desire the siding should negotiate with the railway company and endeavour to arrange — 
for the facilities required. If they are unable to come to terms the matter may be 
referred to the board and it will be disposed of without further hearing. In the 
meantime, therefore, the question of freight facilities is reserved. 


Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


STANDARD REGULATIONS 7@ OPENING OF NEW LINES. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, January 21, 1915. 


The different railway companies were required to show cause why the standard 
reculations of the board as to the opening of new lines should not be changed so as 
to provide that, in addition to filing the standard mileage tariff applicable to traffic 
on the portion of the railway to, be opened, the appropriate class or town tariffs, the 
mileage commodity tariffs, and the special tariffs on grain to Fort William, etc., and 
on lumber from British Columbia, should also be filed. 

Notice was given the companies and the question considered at a hearing of the 
board held at Ottawa on January 5, 1915. ; 

No sufficient reason was advanced by counsel appearing for the different railway 
companies against the proposed changes; but at the request of Mr. Flintoft, who 
appeared for the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, judgment was not delivered at 
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the hearing, but was withheld for ten days in order to allow Mr. Flintoft opportunity 
in which to file any written submissions he might desire to file on the receipt of 
_ further instructions, : \ 
No submissions have been filed either on behalf of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company or anybody else. 
As announced at the hearing, the order will, therefore, go. 
This action is necessary owing to the fact that cases have occurred in the past 
_ where it has been shown that, although railway companies before opening new lines 
have either filed standard mileage tariffs applicable to the extensions opened, or already 
have sufficient mileage to cover the extensions expressed in their existing tariffs, the 
companies have delayed in filing commodity rates, with the result that, in certain 
instances, shippers on the new lines suffer from a direct discrimination. To illus- 
trate, the Canadian Pacific Railway from Assiniboia to Lefeche and Shaunavon 
was opened for traffic on January 19, 1914, the requirements of the board as to standard, 
mileage tariffs being properly complied with. The reduced and usual lumber rates 
from British Columbia, however, were not filed with the board and did not come into 
_ effect until May 5, 1914, with the result that traffic moving over the new portion of 
the line was carried at rates unduly high and discriminatory. As a matter of fact a 
' complaint shows that the difference in the rate from Ymir, B.C., to Lafleche was 4 
cents, and from Ymir to Shaunavon 10 cents per 100 pounds. As a usual rule shippers 
in the first instance are not alive to the situation and the discrimination is practised 
for some little time, when complaints are inevitably received and the cause of the dis- 
‘crimination removed. Ag the standard mileage tariff, under which the commodity 
~moved, was, nevertheless the only tariff applicable, the shippers have no opportunity 
to obtain’ refunds. Under this judgment, the rules of the board appertaining to the 
opening of new lines will be altered, so as to provide that not only must the standard 
mileage tariff applicable to traffic on the portion opened be effective, but that also the 
appropriate class or “town” tariffs, the mileage commodity tariffs, and the special 
tariffs on grain to Fort William, etc., and on lumber from British Columbia, be made 
effective. This arrangement will protect the public from overcharge without injury 
‘to the companies. It will simply mean that the internal arrangements of the com- 
“panies must be somewhat changed, and that it will become the duty of the construct- 
; ing department to advise the traffic department as to the approximate time roads 
under construction will be ready for opening, which will enable the preparation of 
| proper tariffs to be made in proper time and obviate any delays that otherwise might 
occur. 4 ; 
bs This disposition of the matter does not, of course, affect emergency operations 
that are contemplated by section 261, subsection 7. There is undoubtedly a period 
when the road is not yet in a position to fulfll the statutory requirements of a 
"carrier, while at the same time it is able to carry some traffic in ease of settlers, who 
before railway extensions are made are often subject to almost prohibitive teaming 
costs. Note western freight rates judgment, pages 24 to 26 inclusive. 
x In the past companies at the urgent request of shippers have, through their con- 
struction: departments, carried freight at any rate they chose to charge. These rates 
while excessive as compared with railway rates were nevertheless always less than 
those of the previous methods of transportation, and were sought to be justified on 
/ the grounds of the necessity of settlers, and the fact that such a service was in any 
3 event never remunerative to the carrier and to some extent a nuisance as interfering 
“with construction work. The practice, however, was and is illegal. (Baker Reynolds 
Co. v. Canadian Pacific Railway Co., 10, C.R.C. 151 Randall et al. v. Canadian Pacific 
allway Co. File 24292.) 
In cases where the needs of a district demand it, in the future, orders may be 
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In dealing with such applications in the future, while it is clear that the railways 
cannot be compelled to make the application, some action must be taken by the board 
having regard to the necessities of the emergency justifying leave to operate; which 
will limit the toll the railway company may collect. 

Deputy Chief Commissioner Nantel and Commissioners McLean and Goodeve 


concurred. 
PROTECTION AT SEVENTEENTH AVENUE, MOOSEJAW, SASK. 


Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, J anuary 22, 1915: 


A number of residents of the city and district of Moosejaw have petitioned the . 
board for a subway to carry Seventeenth avenue under the tracks of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway at Moosejaw. Seventeenth avenue is the main highway for those 
‘ living south and east of Moosejaw to reach the city. The Saskatchewan college is on 
Seventeenth avenue south of the tracks of the railway; and, persons going to and 
from the business and chief residential sections of Moosejaw and the college must 
eross the tracks of the railway. The railway is on an embankment in the neighbour- 
hood of Seventeenth avenue. This circumstance adds to the feasibility of a subway. 
After the hearing at Moosejaw I visited the erossing in question and looked over 
the surrounding territory. The ground upon which the college is situated south of 
the tracks is higher than the railway; and approaching the tracks from the south 
on Seventeenth avenue a slight grade is descended. There is a curve on the railway 
to the east. With the exception of the view a person approaching the crossing from 
the south gets of a train coming from the east, which is somewhat obstructed, there 
is a good view in all directions of approaching trains. : 

As intimated to the parties at the hearing at Moosejaw, the board does not feel 
warranted at present in ordering the construction of a subway; but, when the popu- 
lation of the southeast section increases as is expected, and the financial position of 
the city of Moosejaw and the railway improves, the necessity will arise for a subway 
in the vicinity of Seventeenth avenue. It seemed to me that in the neighbourhood of 
Sixteenth avenue where the embankment is higher, the subway could be built for less — 
money than at Seventeenth avenue. The city estimates a subway at Sixteenth avenue 
would cost $100,000, and at Seventeenth avenue $152,000. These are merely esti- 
mates. No detail plans have-been prepared by the city. I do not know what size 
subway these estimates cover; but it seems to me a subway of sufficient size to take 
care of the traffie for many years to come could be built for less money at either o 
the avenues in question. 

The question of whether a subway should, or should not be constructed in that 
locality can, therefore, be allowed to remain in abeyance until circumstances seem 
to warrant the matter being again brought to the attention of the board. 

In order to decide what, if any, protection should be provided at the level crossing 
of Seventeenth avenue, we asked the city and the railway to supply us with statements 
of the travel on the railway and the highway. The railway company put in a state 
ment to show that for the seven days from the 13th to the 19th December inclusive 
there were 191 engine movements over the crossing. This is an average of about 29 
movements in a day. The city puts in a statement which shows that from noon on 
December 15 to noon on December 22, between the hours from 6 a.m. and midnight there 
were 871 vehicles, including 128 automobiles passed over the crossing. This gives @ 
daily average of 124. The same statement shows that 1,071 pedestrians crossed 
the track during that time, which means a daily average of 157. It is pointed ou 
in a letter to the board by one of the petitioners that many persons travelling on foo 
between the city and the college take a short cut and cross the track at a point neal 
Sixteenth avenue and they therefore were not counted in the number of pedestrian 
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‘Statement of which was sent in by the city. It is also pointed out that during the 
time that the count was being taken by the city, the weather, was extremely cold; the 
thermometer registering considerably below zero during almost the entire period. 

I think under the circumstances, we may let this matter stand for six months 
and allow the city or the petitioners to again bring it to the attention of the board, 
if they desire to do so, with any further evidence they desire to submit. 

Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


APPLICATION OF THE BOARD OF TRADE OF MOOSEJAW, SASK., FOR AN ORDER DIRECTING THE 
CANADIAN NORTHERN AND CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANIES TO ESTABLISH A 
TRANSFER TRACK AT ROSETOWN, SASK. 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner Gooprve, January 29, 1915: 


| This matter was first brought to the attention of the board by an application from 
the Prince Albert Lumber Company, Limited, on behalf of the Spruce Manufacturers, 
for an order directing the Canadian Northern Railway Company, or the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company, to establish a switch connection at Rosetown or Conquest, 
and to issue joint rates on lumber via that transfer. It was first heard at Prince Albert 
on the 16th November, 1912, before the Chief Commissioner and Commissioner 
McLean, when copy of the application was ordered to be sent the railway companies 
with a request to file their answer. It was again heard at Winnipeg on Decémber 16, 
1912. At this hearing, by consent of the two companies interested, it was agreed to 
construct a transfer at Conquest in the spring as soon as the weather would permit, 
this having been decided upon as being the more suitable point. No formal order to 
go. The companies to file joint tariffs. 

A letter of complaint, regarding the delay of the putting ip of this transfer track 
was received from the Prince Albert Lumber Company, Limited, under date of January 
22, 1913, to which reply was sent by the Chief Commissioner stating that owing to the 
undertaking of Mr. Lanigan on behalf of the C.P.R. Co., to have this transfer in 
by the 15th June next, the board did not deem it necessary to issue a formal order, 
and a further letter was forwarded to the O.P.R. Co. calling attention to this delay; 
the result of the correspondence being that Order No. 18682 was issued under date of 
February 14, 1913, ordering the construction of this transfer track at Conquest between 
the Canadian Pacific and Canadian Northern Railway Companies; work to be done 
y the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and to be completed by November 1, 19138. 
At a subsequent sitting in Regina on May 29, the time was extended for the completion 
if this work until June 15; and on July 25 the board received word that the transfer 
rack was ready for service. 

In March, 1913, a letter was received from the president of the Rosetown Board of 
Trade asking what steps were necessary relative to making a formal application for a 
fanster track at that point. The matter was taken up with the railway companies, and 
ubsequently set down for hearing at Regina on Monday, May 26, 1913, the Board of 
lrade at Rosetown being represented by Mr. C. W. Holmes and Mr. F. W. Van Allen; 
fr, O. H. Clark, K.C., appearing for the Canadian Northern Railway Company, and 
fr, Sullivan for the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. After due consideration of 
ll the evidence submitted, this application was refused. 
| On October 20, 1914, the matter was again brought to the attention of the board, 
y a letter from Mr. R. Patton, secretary of the Moosejaw Board of Trade, and under 
te direction of the Chief Commissioner it was set down for hearing at Moosejaw on 
lecember 10, 1914, when all parties interested were notified. The reason advanced for 
le asking of the re-opening of this case was that a new tariff had developed between 
1€ Canadian Northern and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies, which could move 
greater advantage via Rosetown, consisting chiefly of grain, live stock and coal, 
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From the evidence submitted it was shown that the grain would move in this wa; 
under abnormal conditions only; and a statement was made by Mr. Stevens on behal: 
of the Canadian Northern Railway Company, that so far as live stock shipped vis 
Moosejaw was concerned, between January and November, 1914, they had given t 
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company fifteen cars only, two of which might have 
been transferred via Rosetown to better advantage than via Conquest. He also put 
in statements showing carloads delivered by the Canadian Northern to the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company for the same months; out of a total of 173 cars, 96 might 
have moved to better advantage via Rosetown; but two-thirds of this latter number 
consisted of coal for Moosejaw. 
The movement of coal from Drumheller on the C.N.R. via the O.P.R. is only 
temporary, because when the C.N.R. Co.’s line from Regina to Moosejaw is completed 
no coal will be given the O.P.R. He also submitted a statement showing carloads of 
freight delivered from the C.P.R. Co., during the same months to the O.N.R. Co. 
Of this a total of 113 cars 71-6 per cent moved to their destination to the best advant- 
age via Conquest, so that it is evident that the traffic chiefly concerned is coal, and 
this traffic is largely confined to the output.of the Drumheller mines; and as stated 
above none of this traffic will go via C.P.R. when the C.N.R. Regina-Moosejaw branel 
is completed. 
Taking present conditions, the C.N.R. distance Drumheller to Rosetown is 248-1 
miles, to Conquest 318-1; C.P.R. Rosetown to Moosejaw 163-3, from Conquest 128-7; 
so that the through mileage via Rosetown, if the transfer were put in, would be 406 4 
while via Conquest it is 446-8 miles. 
Via Conquest the coal rate is $3.00 per ton; via Rosetown it would be: $2.80—e 
difference of only 20 cents a ton. 
Tt was shown that the cost of installing a transfer would be in the neighbourho ¢ 
of $2,500, besides which as Rosetown is near'y three miles from the C.P.R. and abo 
the same distance from the C.N.R. it would be necessary to appoint an agent to tak 
charge of the transfer at that point, which would involve an additonal cost of six or 
seven hundred dollars or more per annum. 4 
This is not the only source of supply of coal for Moosejaw and that district, and 
no evidence was submitted to show that there would be any advantage to the genet { 
public in the way of reduction of cost of coal if this transfer was installed. In fae 
T am of the opinion that the Drumheller Mines and its agents would be the onal 
whom any advantage would be likely to accrue. 
Under these circumstances, I do not think we would be justified in putting upd 
the railways the cost of the installation of a transfer at this point; but in view 0 
the oral judgment of the chief commissioner delivered in the Stettler case, heard — 
Calgary on June 22, 1914 (file 15800), I think a similar disposition might be made 
this ease, as I believe the conditions are parallel, namely, that this should be treat 
as an industrial spur and an order issued for the construction of the transfer on ¢ 
dition that the Drumheller Company deposit in a chartered bank the sum necessary 
cover the cost of construction, which amount is to be rebated to the mining compa 
at the rate of $2 per car until the money advanced for the construction of the spur i! 
all refunded. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred. 


TO WHETHER THAT COMPANY OR THE DOMINION ATLANTIC RAILWAY COMPANY ] 

“4 x 
LIABLE FOR THE MAINTENANCE OF THE SPUR SERVING THE PROPERTY OF THE | 
VILLE MILLING COMPANY. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, February 1, 1915. ' 


The complaint of the applicant company has been served on the railway comp: 
which has now answered it. 
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On the applicant company being required to produce the agreement under which 
the siding was constructed it states that it has no record showing that any agreement 
had been entered into as to the up-keep of the siding at the time of construction. 

The applicant company’s submission further shows that the siding was built 

about fifteen years ago for the purposes of a previous owner of the mill; that the owner 
paid for the sleepers and the company supplied the rails; and that the company has 
kept the siding in repair with the exception of the trestle at the side of the mill. 
_ The railway company’s answer practically agrees with this statament of fact 
pointing out that the siding was built in the spring of 1898 for A. L. Calhoun 
(deceased), from whom the applicant company bought the siding; that Calhoun 
provided the ties in the first instance, and that the railway company graded the siding, 
put down the rails, and did the ballasting, and has since maintained it. The railway 
company also states that there was no agreement as to the siding. 

As matters now stand, that part of the siding which is constructed on the railway 
company’s right-of-way belongs entirely to the railway company. So far as the siding 
on the property of the applicant company is concerned, the title to the right-of-way is 
in the applicant company, the only interest the railway company has in the siding off its 
property being the ownership of the rails. Of course, if the siding had been constructed 
so that it would become part of the railway property, the railway company should 
be at the expense of repairing and maintaining the whole of it. Under the circum- 
stances here, the railway company must maintain in its entirety that part of the siding 
which is built upon its own property. 

So far as the extension of the siding into the property of the applicant company is 
soncerned, the railway company should also, from time to time as necessity arises, renew 
he rails; but the understructure, including trestles or any other works that muy be 
Weessary to be maintained on the lands of the applicant company, should be maintained 
and repaired by it. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred. 


\PPLICATION OF THE FORT WILLIAM BOARD OF TRADE TO BE GRANTED A REDUCTION oF 23 
| CENTS PER 100 POUNDS, IN RATES, FOR SHIPMENTS WESTWARD ORIGINATING AT FORT 
» william. 

| 3, Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scort, February 4, 1915. 

| 4 There is a wharfage charge of 24 cents per 100 pounds imposed by the Canadian 
acific Railway Company for the use of its wharf and warehouse at Fort William 
n shipments to Fort William for local delivery. This wharfage charge is not made 
y the railway company on through lake and rail shipments to points west of Fort 
Villiam. It is contended by the Fort William Board of Trade that the rates from 
rt William west, which are the same for shipments ex-lakes and shipments originat- 
rat Fort William, include this wharfage charge. The applicant. contends that 
‘ort William merchants who get in goods-by water, pay the wharfage charge, and 
bsequently ship the same goods west from Fort William, pay the wharfage charge 
Wiee, ic. 24 cents per 100 pounds wharfage when the goods are received and the 
“eents which it contends is included in the rail rate west. ‘ 

The board of trade asks that an additional 24 cents per 100 pounds be imposed 
2 all through shipments to the West ex-lakes ; or, that a rebate ot 24 cents per 100 
ands be granted on ‘all west-bound shipments originating in Fort W liam. 

. The point at issue in this matter is, whether the rates on shipments from Fort 
liam west, either ex-lake or originating at Fort William, include 23 cents per 
0 pounds to cover wharfage at Fort William or not. I have no hesitation in saying 
at the rates from Fort William west do not. include anything for wharfage. These 
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rates were fixed by the board in General Order No. 125, and became effective on 


September 1, last. The order was issued pursuant to the judgment of the board in~™ 
the western freight rates investigation. The special class rates from Fort William 
to points west, which will be found on page 63 of the printed judgment of the Chief 
Commissioner, are the rates on which the great bulk of traffic from Fort William moves 
west. These special class rates were prepared by the chief traffic officer of the board » 
and bear a definite relation to the distributing and standard tariffs applicable to and 
from all points throughout the West. One might just as well contend that the rates” 
from Winnipeg to Prince Albert, or from Saskatoon to Medicine Hat, include 
wharfage, as to say that the rates from Fort William west include that wharfage. 
Since the first of September last, all rates between points west of Fort William are 
fixed on a mileage basis, and if the request of the Fort William board of trade in 
this matter were made effective an unfair preference would be granted to Fort 
William, and some of the benefits of the board’s order in the western freight rates 
investigation destroyed. 
Tt is not unreasonable that the combined rates on goods from the East, con-| 
tracted to Fort William, delivered and stored there, and subsequently reshipped 
west, should exceed those charged from the same eastern shipping point to the same 
western destination, for the transhipping of which the railway company must neces- 
sarily provide facilities at Fort William—in the latter case there is but one transaction 
or contract, in the former there are two. . 
At the hedring a shipment of potatoes was mentioned. A earload of potatoes 
erown in the vicinity of Fort William would be at no disadvantage as far as the rail 
rate was concerned, in competition with a carload shipped by lake and rail from the 
east. . 


It is, of course, true, that shipments to Fort William pay a wharfage charge, and) 
that on through shipments this charge is not exacted. That is not a cs ae 
against Fort William and I think its board of trade has no ground for complaint. 


The application should be refused. 
Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


ae 


COMPLAINT OF THE BOARD OF TRADE OF FORT WILLIAM, AGAINST SWITCHING CHARGES AT 


FORT WILLIAM, ONT. 
Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr, February 4, 1915: 


By its Tariff C.R.C.W. 1919, the Canadian Pacific Railway Company charges 1 
cent per 100 pounds minimum $5 per car, for switching between its dock and railway 
sidings at Fort William. The same tariff also provides a similar charge at Port 
Arthur. 

The Canadian Pacific Railway Company has extensive wharfage facilities at For 
William. In addition to its own line of steamers there are a number of steamship 
lines over which the Canadian Pacific Railway has no control, which use these Canadian 
Pacific Railway wharfage facilities. There is a city wharf at Fort William which 1 
practically unused. All the water borne traffic destined for Fort William and place 
west is handled over the Canadian Pacific Railway wharf and through its warehouse 

A wharfage charge of 23 cents per 100 pounds is imposed by the Canadian Pacifi 
Railway. on all water borne traffic for local delivery at Fort William unloaded at th 
Canadian Pacifie Railway wharf whether it is carried on Canadian Pacific Railway 
other boats. This charge covers the service for taking the traffic from the rail of thi 
vessel and passing it through its warehouse to be loaded on cars for private siding 0 
team track delivery, or to be teamed direct from the company’s warehouse. The com 
pany has excellent wharfage and warehousing facilities at Fort William; and, whil 
at our recent visit we found the facilities for téaming from the warehouse to point 
in Fort William were not as adequate as they might have been, we received the unde 
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taking of the company to supply adequate facilities for this purpose within a reasonable 
time. The question of the freight shed facilities at Fort William is dealt with in our 
File No. 24808, and my judgment in that matter at our sittings at Fort, William, on 
December 16 last, will be found at page 6472 of volume 214 of the notes of evidence of 
the board. 

The reasonableness of the 24.cents per 100 pounds wharfage charge came up for 
discussion during the hearing, although no formal complaint against the wharfage 
charge had been made by the board of.trade. This wharfage charge was stated to 
be the usual charge made for such service at United States ports on Lake Superior. 
The railway company has spent a large sum of money in providing the wharf and ware- 
house at, Fort William and it is only reasonable that it should get a fair return for 
the use of its property. From the evidence before us I think the 24 cent charge is a 
reasonable one. ‘ik 

At one time, before the railway company had its present wharf and warehousing 
facilities it used to load into cars and switch Fort William freight from its wharf to 
private sidings or team tracks in Fort William without charge. It is stated that this 
was done to relieve the congestion in the warehouse. Now, that its warehousing facili- 
ties have been increased the company states that congestion does not occur, and that 
' therefore it feels justified in charging for such switching service if it is required. 

Those receiving freight shipped to Fort William by water are not bound to pay 
for this switching service. They have the option of teaming their goods away from 
the freight shed, or of calling upon the railway company to switch the goods to the 
place where they desire to unload. 

‘This switching service consists in the placing of an empty car, at the warehouse, 
loading it, and switching it through the expensive yards of the company at Fort Wil- 
liam to the point designated by the consignee. For this service the company charges 
1 cent per 100 pounds with a carload minimum of $5. This is the same rate as ig 
fixed by the board for interswitching, with the exception that the carload minimum in 
interswitching is $3; and, for the switching under consideration it is $5. 

There is a greater service provided in the case before us than in interswitching, 
because in interswitching the company that does the work merely takes a loaded car 
from one point to another—a distance not exceeding 4 miles; whereas, in the Fort 
William case the company must place its empty car, load it, and then switch it to 
destination. Under the circumstances, I do not think the existing switching charge 
at Fort William is excessive. 

Jt was pointed out that where the consignee of goods ordered them to be switched 
to a point in Fort William, that he had to pay not only the 24 cent wharfage, but 
also 1 cent switching; and, that the operation of taking the goods from the rail of 
the boat and placing them on the car to be switched was but.one movement, and that 
as the two services charged for were rendered at the same time.and to some extent 
were merged into one service that the combined charges were excessive. As I have 
already stated, I think each of these charges taken by themselves is reasonable; and, 
while it is true that the handling from the boat to the car is sometimes done as one 
movement, still the handling is only a portion of each of the services provided, and 
would not warrant any reduction in the rates being made. ) 


I think ‘this application should be refused. 
Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


APPLICATION LONDON RAILWAY COMMISSION, ON BEHALF OF THE LONDON AND PORT STANLEY 
RAILWAY COMPANY, FOR APPROVAL OF CLEARANCES. 
Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, February 5, 1915 :— 


An application has been made by the London Railway Commission, acting for 
and on behalf of the London and Port Stanley Railway Company, for approval of 
certain railway clearances that are within the clearance ordered by the board, 
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‘The London and Port Stanley Railway Company, a Dominion incorporation, and, 
therefore, subject to the jurisdiction of the board, is now being operated by the Lon- 
don Railway Commission as agents for the corporation of the city of London, the 
lessees of the railway, under the provisions of 4-5 George V, 0.96. 

‘The line is of some twenty-four miles in length, and is now being electrified, the 
work being carried out for the London commission by the Hydro-Electric Power 
Commission of Ontario. 

The applicants, unfortunately, have proceeded with this work irrespective of the 
board’s requirement as to clearances. 

It is stated that the applicants had no knowledge of the board’s requirements; 
and that, before commencing the work, believing that the clearances ordered by the 
board applied only to steam lines and not to electric roads, made an examination of 
some standard railways in the United States with a view of obtaining first-hand 
information of the best and most modern forms of construction, having particular 
regard—among other things—to the question of clearance. 

The result of the investigation which the applicants made was to ascertain that 
the standard clearance required by American Electric Railway Engineering Assocla- 
tions’ practice called for a clearance of seven feet, and the commission has proceeded 
with the work of electrification so as to give a clearance of seven feet 3 inches, thus 
giving three inches more clearance than required by the American practice. 

The contract for all the poles has been given. These poles have been constructed 
so as to carry a cross-arm giving the clearance decided on, namely, seven feet three 
inches. Some one hundred and fifty poles have beeen actually erected. The erection 
is of a permanent, solid character, the poles being imbedded in conerete footings. 
The concrete block in which they are placed weighs from six thousand to seven thous- 
and pounds. Unfortunately, not only have these poles been erected, but all the poles 
manufactured so as to provide a factor of safety which I would not regard as sufficient 
to insure public safety should the pole be used with new, longer, and heavier cross- 
arms, which would in all instances secure the required clearance of eight feet, four and 
a quarter inches. 

In support of its application for the allowance of a reduced clearance, the London 
Railway Commission points out that, in the case of the electrified line, the overhead 
structure has to support a load varying from eight hundred to one thousand pounds 
per point normally throughout the length of the line: and that the cost of the over- 
head structure inereases rapidly when the bracket is extended. It submits that this 
is the reason why the reduced clearance is allowed in the electrified road under 
American practice as against the clearance of seven feet, six inches, applying on 
standard steam railways. 

The applicants also point out that the clearances of the Windsor, Essex and Lake 
Shore—a company under the jurisdiction of this commission—are but seven feet, while 
the clearances of the Hamilton and Dundas line are only six feet to six feet ten inches, 
This latter line is a provincial incorporation. The applicants also urge that, in order 
to get the board’s clearance, not only would the poles be lost, but that the position of 
the track would have to be changed and a quantity of extra filling would have to be 
done along: the line of the railway.’ 

The applicants urge that, in so far as electrical construction is concerned, the 
standard of the Ontario Railway and Municipal Board should be adopted, which 
standard is quoted by the applicants as requiring—in the case of electric lines—a 
clear width of at least six and one-half feet on either side of the centre of the track 
at a height of ten feet above the rails. 

The clearances adopted by the Ontario Railway and Municipal Board have really 
been made to cover the exigencies of the operation of electric, street, and radial cars. 
The clearances required by this board, on the other hand, are such clearances that will 
enable brakesmen to attend to their duties without running the danger of being struck 
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by poles or other erections near the track, and, in my view, the clearance demanded by 
the board—under its more recent regulation—of eight feet, four and a quarter inches, 

L is not extreme and should be followed. 

ie The applicants, however, point out that the poles are erected on one side of the 
line, and that their operating rules can be so drawn that the brakesmen or other mem- 
bers of the train crew will be required to get on and off cars on the side away from 
the poles, and that the railway can be run safely and efficiently without the brakeman 
being put in’ any position of danger whatever. 

Orders in the past have been made by the board allowing clearance less than 
required in certain cases where the railway applying undertakes to keep its men off 
the sides of cars. These orders have generally been made for short distances and in 
eases where there is no necessity for the brakeman to use the side of the ear. Here, 
the distance is long, but, on the other hand, the danger only existing on the one side, 
the other side could always be used. 

, I think, therefore, that an Order can go approving the clearances as to the one 
hundred and fifty poles already erected at seven feet, three inches. So far as the 
poles that are not erected are concerned, in the view of our engineers it will be safe 
to subject the poles to the additional strain involved by putting the wire three inches 
farther away from the pole. A clearance of seven feet, six inches, should, therefore, 
be permitted in the case of the unerected poles. The order would go in the usual form 
in such cases; that is, an order that is subject to the due performance of the under- 
taking of the company—in this case the commission—to keep its men off the side of ° 
the cars, on the side of the track on which the poles are erected. 

The result is that, if the stipuation is not observed, and the lives of the operators 
are placed in jeopardy as a result, the benefits of the order reducing the clearance 
cease, and the construction will be subject to being moved to the clearance of eight 
feet, four and a quarter inches as called for by the present general order of the board. 


f 


t Commissioner McLean concurred. 
APPLICATION OF THE LACHINE, JACQUES-CARTIER & MAISONNEUVE RAILWAY COMPANY, UNDER 
SECTION 157 OF THE RAILWAY ACT, FOR APPROVAL OF LOCATION FROM A POINT ON ST. 
CATHERINE STREET, MONTREAL, QUEBEC, EXTENDING NORTHWESTERLY A DISTANCE OP 
7.18 MILES, TO CONNECTION WITH THE GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY NEAR JACQUES-CARTIER 
JUNCTION, 
Judgment Chief Commissioner Drayton, February 5, 1915. 


The railway company’s route map having been approved by the Minister of 
Railways under the Act, the location plan was filed and approved by the board. 

r The location approved crossed the lands of the Montreal Street Railway Company 
| now in question. The formal order of approval (being Order No. 13993), contain 2d 
the following provision: 


“(d) The location across the lands of the Montreal Street Railway 
Company to be arranged between the parties so that the least injury and 
incouvenience may be suffered by the Street Railway Company. Any matters 
of difference may be spoken to upon any further hearing.” 


No arrangement having been come to between the parties, the Lachine Jacques- 
lartier & Maisonneuve Railway Company made an application to the board showing 
hat it required, for the purposes of its right-of-way, a portion of lot No. 340, parish 
-* St. Laurent, consisting of a strip of land 597 feet in length by 100 feet in width, 
ontaining 1-62 arpents, as shown on the location plan and on page 70 of the book 
f reference in connection with Order No. 13993, of June 12, 1911, approving, under 
ection 159 of the Railway Act, the location of the railway from its westerly terminus 


a point near Iberville street. 


282 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


6 GEORGE V, A. 1916 


The order which the company required was one that would enable it to take tue 
lands above mentioned, which lands belonged to the Montreal Tramways Company, a ~ 
provincial corporation—which had acquired them (the said lands) from the Montreal — 
Park & Island Railway Company, a Dominion corporation, agreeably to enabling 
legislation passed by both the Dominion Parliament and the province of Quebec. In 
other words, the property which the applicant company sought to take is the property — 
referred to in the paragraph above and set out in Order No. 13993,—which property, 
or lands, the said company desired to take under the provisions of section 176 of the 
Railway Act. 

After several written statements were filed on behalf of the different parties——the — 
main contention on behalf of the Montreal Tramways Company being that the board 
had no jurisdiction to grant the application,—the following order was issued by the 


board. 
“Tie Boarp of RaILwAy CoMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA, 


“Saturday, the 20th day of July, A.D., 1912. 


“D’Arcy Scott, Assistant Chief Commissioner. ; 


a oe 


“S. J. McLean, Commissioner. 


“Ty tHe matter of the Order of the Board No. 13993, dated June 12, 1911, 
approving the location of the Lachine, Jacques-Cartier and Maisonneuve Rail- — 
way Company’s line of railway from the westerly terminus of its railway to a — 
point about 400 feet west of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s crossing f 
at Iberville street subway, in the city of Montreal; and the application of the 
Lachine, Jacques-Cartier and Maisonneuve Railway Company for authority to — 
take, for the construction of its railway, a portion of lot No. 340, in the parish of © 
St. Laurent, in the said city of Montreal, of the lands of the Montreal Park and ; 
Island Railway Company, consisting of a strip 597 feet in length and 100 feet 
in width, containing 1-62 arpents, as shown on the plan dated June 12, 1911, ; 
and approved under the said Order No. 13993. Ny 
“Upon reading what is alleged in support of the application and on behalf : 
of the Montreal Park and Island Railway Company, and the report of the Chief 
Engineer of the board— f 
“Tt IS ORDERED that the applicant company be, and it is hereby, authorized 
to take, for the purpose of the crossing, that portion of the said lot No. 340, of 
the lands of the Montreal Park and Island Railway Company consisting of a 
‘strip of land 597 feet in length by 100 feet in width, containing 1-62 arpents, as ° 
shown on the said plan. 


e 


“¢ (Sed.) D’ARCY SCOTT, 
“* Assistant Chief Commissioner, 
“ Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada.” ! 
) 


A petition was then filed by the Montreal Tramways Company, addressed to the 
Supreme Court,, praying for leave to appeal from the above order; and leave was — 
granted by order dated 30th September, 1912. 

Judgment was delivered by a majority of the Supreme Court, in June, 1914, 
allowing the appeal on the ground that the order appealed from was beyond the jurisdic- 
tion of the board. 

The Lachine, Jacques-Cartier and Maisonneuve Railway Company has sine 
applied for an order to complete Order No. 13993, so as to allow that company to tak 
the necessary proceedings under the Railway Act and acquire the right-of-way for th 
construction of its railway. 

The application was heard at a sitting of the board held in Ottawa on December 7, 
1914. 
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I am at a loss to understand why the company, in its former application, relied 
on the provisions of section 176. So far as that section is concerned, the applicant 
company—although originally under provincial jurisdiction—having become a 
Dominion Company under the provisions of the Dominion Act 1-2 Geo. V, Chapter 
104, is a company subject to the provisions of the section. It is equally true that 
the property in question, although once owned by a company subject to Dominion 
jurisdiction, is now the property of a railway company subject to provincial juris- 
diction. 

The settled practice of the board has been to interpret the Act as applying merely . 
to railways subject to Dominion jurisdiction, apart from specific sections in which 
provincial railways are dealt with; and, as a result, the board has held that the 
provisions of the section relied on by the applicant company apply only to a railway 
within the legislative authority of the Parliament of Canada,—one chartered by an 
Act of the Dominion Parliament or declared to be a work for the general advantage 
of Canada (Preston & Berlin Street Railway Company v. Grand Trunk Railway 
Company, 6 C.R.C. 142, St. John and Quebee Railway Company v. Canadian’ Pacific 
Railway Company, 14 C.R.C. 360.) ‘ 

At the same time it is but fair to say that it would seem to be difficult—the order 
being considered entirely apart from the application and therefore apart from section i 
176—to give effect to it (the order) owing to the fact, inter alia, that the lands are not 
in any sense required for crossing purposes. The railway which the applicant company 
proposes to construct does not cross the right-of-way of the Montreal Tramways 
Company and the land sought to be taken when the order was made had no track on 
it. Ag the Montreal Tramways Company operates on the city streets, any crossing of 
its tracks would seem to be a matter which would arise in an application to cross a 
highway, which, of course, is not the case here. 

At the hearing, Perron, K.C., who appeared for the Montreal Tramways Company, 
again raised the question of jurisdiction, arguing that the only tribunal competent to 
pass upon the issue was the Quebec Public Utilities Commission. 

In considering this latter question, it occurred to me that the Quebec legislation 
gave its commission jurisdiction merely to adjudicate upon disputes as to crossings of 
electric railways; so an opportunity was given to Mr. Perron to make any further 
argument he desired on the question; and his statement is as follows: 


“Under section 740 of the Revised Statutes of Quebec, the 
commission has jurisdiction: ‘ (a) In all matters within the jurisdiction of the 
Railway Committee of the Executive Council, to which committee it is hereby 
substituted and with the powers of which it is hereby vested.’ 

“The land which the Lachine, Jacques-Cartier & Maisonneuve Railway 
Company now seeks to obtain possession of forms part of the railway of the 
Montreal Tramways Company. 

“Paragraph 7 of section 6474 of the Revised Statutes of Quebec enacts: 
‘That the railway company shall have power and authority to purchase land 
for and erect houses, factories, warehouses, elevators, docks, offices, and 
workshops.’ 

“Paragraph 9 of the same section No. 6474 gave power and authority to 
the company: ‘ To cross or intersect any other railway.’ 

“Paragraph 20 of the same section enacts: ‘No railway company shall 
avail itself of any of the powers contained in paragraph 19 of this article, 
without appliction to the railway committee, constituted under article 6670, 
for approval of the mode of junction, crossing or. intersection purposes.’ 

“T therefore, suggest that the jurisdiction given by the Revised Statutes 
of Quebec to the Quebec Public Utilities Commission by article 6705 is not 
limitative, but simply indicates some of its powers. ae 

“T will be very pleased to supply you with any further information if 


same is required.” 


{ 
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In being asked to complete his argument on the question, his further statement 
is as follows: 


“T beg to state that our suggestion is based mainly on the fact that the 
Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada have no jurisdiction over a 
provincial railway. Our reasons for that contention are fully explained in our 
factum in the case of the Montreal Park and Island Railway Company and 
The Lachine, Jacques-Cartier and Maisonneuve Railway Company, a copy of 
which we now enclose. See page 5, point two, Unconstitutionality. ; 

“Tf we are right in this contention, it seems to us that the sections of the 
Revised Statutes which we quoted to you the other day give ample jurisdiction 
to the Quebee Public Utilities Commission to settle the matter.” 


A reference to the Quebec Act shows that no attempt has been made by the Legis- 
lature of that province to assert any jurisdiction over Dominion lines. Section 15 
of the Revised Statutes deals with railways; and the interpretation articles 6470 (1) 
and 6471 (10 and 11) make it clear that the railway companies subject to the provi- 
sions of the Act are companies incorporated under the provisions of the Quebee Con- 
solidated Railway Act of 1880, or under the Revised Statutes of the Province of 1888, 
or subsequent provincial legislation. 

Again, section 3, article 719, and following articles appointing the Quebec Public 
Utilities Commission, do not attempt to confer upon the commission any jurisdiction 
over a Dominion line. : 

The opinion I hold regarding the Quebee legislation I find to be similar to that 
held by the Quebec Commission. At page 40 of the Commission’s Annual Report for 
the year ending July 31, 1911, reference is made to the complaint of one Hemming 
as follows: : 


“ A complaint that the crossing of the tracks of the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company by the track of the respondent (The Montreal Street Railway Com- 
pany) at Guy street, Montreal, is very dangerous, and that a change of service 
between Centre street and Notre Dame street should be inaugurated. The 
respondent filed exception to the jurisdiction of the Commission and after a 
hearing upon this question the following finding was issued: ‘Whereas the 
change in respect of the Guy street crossing would involve the Montreal Street 
Railway Company traversing tracks of the Grand Trunk Railway Company at 
another point than is permitted, and inasmuch as the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company is subject to the jurisdiction of the Board of Railway Commissioners 

. for Canada, and this Commission has. no authority to order such a crossing, 
the Commission is declared to be without jurisdiction to grant that portion of 
the complainant’s demand... . .’” 


In any event, the question as to whether or not Jurisdiction has been assumed by 
a province to deal with the issue in this case, can have little or nothing to do with the 
determination of the main question,—that question being whether, under the British 
North America Act, the Dominion Parliament, when it authorizes the construction 
of a national railway on a route fixed by Parliament, has the power to carry the pro- 
ject into effect, notwithstanding that to do so may entail the expropriation of a right- 
of-way not only through the property of private individuals but also through the pro- 
perty of a provincial railway company. 

This question obviously cannot depend upon the extent to which provincial author- 
ity might, on the one hand, desire to aid a Dominion project, or, on the other, decide 
to authorize the construction of local railways in such a manner as to defeat a Dom- 
inion undertaking. 

As a necessary and ancillary power, I am of the opinion that the Dominion’s 
right to legislate is absolute. In the case of railways, there is no doubt as to the 
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necessity for the power. There is no question but that the necessity to expropriate 
land for the construction of a Dominion railway is much greater than the necessity to 
authorize a telephone company to place and keep its poles on certain highways. A 
telephone pole line can be deflected easily, and at small cost; while deflection of a rail- 
way line might well be so expensive as to become prohibitive, and, if deflected, the 
deflection might defeat a proper. object of the undertaking. This being so, I am of the 
opinion that the issue in this case, proceeding in the manner in which it is now being 
dealt with, is covered by the judgement of Iddington, J., delivered in the appeal between 
these parties in the Supreme Court} following as it does the judgment of the Privy 
Council in Toronto vs. Bell Telephone Company (1905), A. C. 52; Attorney General of 
British Columbia vs. C.P.R. Co. (1906), A. GC. 204. 

It may be noted that, in the Bell Telephone Case, the local legislature had dealt 
with the subject, and had provided that no telephone poles should be erected on certain 
public streets without the consent of the municipalities, which are in most cases the 
owners of the streets. 

I should also make reference to the case of the Attorney General of Alberta v. 
the Attorney General of Canada et al (1914), 31 Times Law Reports, 32. 

The Dominion right I regard as merely ancillary to the main legislative power, 
with the result that provincial companies cannot be interfered with, except 'to the extent 
that the rights-of-way of Dominion companies have to be carried over the property of 
provincial companies, in order that effect may be given to the object of the Dominion 
incorporation. Manifestly, then, the board cannot, as has been suggested, authorize 
the taking of the railway system or right-of-way of a provincial company merely for 
the convenience of a Dominion company. 

It may also be said that, in so far as the crossing of Dominion lines by provincial 
lines ig concerned the practice of the board has been to treat the provincial applicants 
just as it treats Dominion applicants. Were the situation here reversed and a pro- 
vincial company desired to cross a Dominion line, the appropriate order would be made 
as a matter of course. 

To illustrate this practice as being applicable not only to existing local railways 
but also to contemplated lines, reference may be had to the application of the Southern 
Central Pacific Railway Company (a Dominion company), for the approval of its 
location plans (File No. 16355). At the hearing, the interest of the Alberta Pacific 
Railway Company (a provincial company), having been developed, Mabee, O.C., in 
delivering the judgment of the board said: 

OG te that where a provincial corporation with a provincial charter gets 
its- location plan approved by the local railway minister, and then files its location 
plan, being then in a position to go ahead with its construction legally according to 
the laws of the province,—that where that is done a federal railway is not entitled 
to come to this board and obtain a location that will throw it and the provincially 
incorporated company into endless conflict and turmoil.” 

Holding then, as I do, that this board has jurisdiction to authorize the expropria- 
tion of the land necessary for the construction and operation of the applicant com- 

| | pany’s railway, although the said land is owned by the Tramways Company, I must 
now consider the question as to whether the expropriation should or should not be 
authorized. 

Mr. Perron complains that, in the former argument the company had been treated 
by the board as having no more rights than a farmer. In one sense, such an atti- 
tude would be defensible. As a mere land owner the company occupies no better posi- 

.tion than any other land owner would occupy. On the other hand, the company being 
a public utility existing for the convenience of the public, it has a right to ask that 
the interests of that section of the public which patronizes, or may patronize, its 
system, should not be injuriously affected. The controlling consideration always 18 
the public interest and convenience, and whether that interest and convenienre are 
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served by a provincial or a Dominion corporation makes no difference, and further, if 
there be a conflict of public interest, the question will again narrow itself down, not 
to one of advantage to either a Dominion or a Provincial corporation, but as to how 
the greater public interest or convenience is to be attained. At the time the original 
Order No. 13993 was made, there was no question as to the congestion of the Mont- 
real terminals of the Grand Trunk Railway Company, a company controlling and 
owning the Lachine, Jacques-Cartier and Maisonneuve Railway, whose business it 
would be to relieve the congestion which existed: Mr. Perron, at the hearing, frankly 
admitted that there was no question as to the necessity of the line to relieve this 
congestion. The company has gone on acquiring the right-of-way authorized, and 
has already acquired property at a cost of $1,489,000. In addition to this, it has 
expropriated other properties, the awards as to the value of which are now in appeal, 
which awards call for a further payment of some $150,000. The Tramways Com- 
pany has so far built nothing on the land which is sought to be taken except that 
since the former application, it has extended a track from its repair shop across it 
for a distance of some four hundred feet north of the proposed right-of-way. The 
board’s engineer reports that at present this track is not being used, but the appli- 
cants’ line must be constructed at such an elevation as will insure a clearance of 
fifteen feet over it, so that the use of this track will not be interfered with. To 
the south of the strip which is sought to be expropriated, it has the shop used for 
repairing cars. It was stated at the hearing that the largest number of cars ever in 


the shop at one time was seventy-five; and, after the hearing a further inspection was — 


made, in order that the exact facts might be ascertained, when the Chief Engineer of 
the board learned that the barn in question was used only as a repair shop, and that 
there were then in the so-called repair shop forty-two cars, being overhauled and 
painted. The property which the Tramways Company now owns to the east of the 
said car shop will give the applicant company enough room to extend the shop to 
double its present size. 

Under the circumstances, it is impossible to find that public interest will in any 
way be jeopardized by granting the order applied for. 

It was said at the hearing that, if the railway was raised some 25 feet above the 
land and constructed on a span, the ‘Tramways Company would withdraw its opposi- 
tion, I shall be glad if an arrangement of some sort can be made between the parties; 
but no case has been made out which would warrant the board in ordering the 
applicant company to make such an elevation of its line. When the land is being 
expropriated, the Tramways Company will, of course, state its claims for damages 
before the arbitrator, and argue as it may think proper regarding the possible effect 
of such terms as the board might have imposed upon the company. 

The lands that the applicant company requires are no more than the statutory 
right-of-way, which may be expropriated under the general order approving the loca- 
tion. ‘lhe expropriation, therefore, could have been made under Order No, 13993, had 
it not been for the provisions of sub-paragraph (d) of the order. No arrangement 
having been made between the parties, as the board hoped, an order amending the 
original order by striking out the sub-paragraph referred to, will go as of this date. 

Commissioner McLean concurred, 


APPLIOATION OF THE FORT WILLIAM BOARD OF TRADE FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A CARTAGE 
SERVICE AT FORT WILLIAM; OR, FOR THE ABOLITION-OF THE CUSTOM OF THE RAILWAY. 
COMPANY OF COLLECTING THE CONSIGNOR’S CARTAGE FROM THE CONSIGNEE. 


Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr, February 5, 1915: 


The railway companies have agreements with cartage companies in a number of 


a a ee ei a ee ee ee ee 


P 


cities and towns in Canada whereby the cartage company undertakes to call for and a 


i 
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deliver freight for the railway companies on a schedule of charges. These cartage 
“companies are not under the jurisdiction of the board, and it is purely optional with 
a railway company to have such a service. 

‘This board has no jurisdiction to order a railway company to establish a cartage 
service, and therefore we cannot grant the request of the applicants for an order 
directing the railway company to establish a cartage service at Fort William. With 
regard to the practice which the railway companies haye been following in some places 
of collecting the consignor’s cartage charges from the consignees when collecting the 
freight for the railway haul, it seems to me the remedy for this evil is in the hands of 
the consignees themselves. If they do not want to pay the consignor’s cartage to the 
railway company, I see no obligation on them to do so. The railway company has no 
right to withhold delivery of the freight because the consignees refuse to pay the 
consignor’s cartage; and, as the cartage appears as a sperate item on the freight bill, 
it would be a simple matter for the consignee to deduct that amount from the total 
amount demanded by the railway company, 

The matter came before the board under File No. 18663-30 some years ago, and a 
memorandum of Mr. Commissioner McLean, concurred in by the chief commissioner, 
dated September 25, 1913, was issued to the railway companies and a number of boards 
of trade—a copy being sent to the secretary of the Fort William Board of Trade by 
the secretary of this board, in a letter dated October 13, 1913. A notice having been 
issued by the railway companies to the effect that it was the intention of the railway 
companies to discontinue the practice of collecting the consignor’s cartage charges 
from the consignee, a strong protest was made to the board by delegates of a number 
of western shippers at a conference at Regina on December 18, 1918, against the 
withdrawal of this practice by the railway companies. A number of boards of trade 
of western cities joined in the protest. 

As a result of this protest, representatives of the Grand Trunk Pacifie and the 
Canadian Pacific railway companies, by memorandum dated December 19, 1913, agreed 
to continue the practice of collecting consignor’s cartage charges from consignees in 
cases where the railway companies had recognized cartage agents at the point of ship- 
ment. 

I entirely agree with the views expressed by Mr. Commissioner McLean in his 
memorandum already referred to, when he says:— 

“The question as to whether the consignees should, or should not pay 
advanced cartage to the railway is one entirely of contract between the parties. 

- The board has nothing to do with it, nor is the work done by the railway in any 
manner a railway service or facility within the meaning of the Railway Act.” 

That being so, I do not see that the board can take any action in this matter. 


Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


COMPLAINT’ OF MR. JUSTICE FORTIN, OF MONTREAL, QUEBEC, AGAINST CANCELLATION OF 8 
P O'CLOCK P.M. TRAIN FROM ST. JEROME TO MONTREAL, P.Q., ON THE LINE OF THE CANA- 
DIAN PACIFIO RAILWAY. 


Judgment Chief Commissioner Drayton, February 10, 1915: 


On taking the complaint up with the railway company, the company claimed that, 
Owing to conditions prevailing at the present time, it was necessary for it to reduce 
its train service where possible and to continue such reduction until business condi- 
tions improved. 9 

The board has since investigated the situation with a view of determining whether 
or not the business between St. Jerome and Montreal would warrant an order being 


made by the board restoring the former service. 
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The train, the discontinuance of which is complained of, was frye as St. Jerome 
No. 436, formerly scheduled to leave St. Jerome at 8 a.m., Ste. Rose at 8.33 a.m., and 
to arrive at Montreal at 9.20 a.m. The board’s inspector has tabulated the number of 
passengers carried on the train for the week November 24 to November 30, inclusive, 
as follows :— 


November 24.. 88 passengers. 
* hone 65 es | 
ee 28 oe 55 * 
ee DOR a, var evi Taegan rae a ee RO RE a a re ne 66 ce 
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He also reports that the bulk of the passengers carried are people engaged in various 
businesses either at Montreal or at intermediate stations between St. Jerome and 
Montreal, or those going to shop at Montreal, with the result that the greater part of 
the traffic does not take the train so as to get to work at a fixed hour. ; 

The earlier trains operated between St. Eustache, St. Therése, and Montreal, 
namely, Nos. 478 and 470, scheduled arriving at Montreal at 7.45 and 8.45 a.m. 
respectively, carry to a great extent (the inspector reports), people of the labouring — 
class having to be at their work at eight and nine a.m. as the case may be. 

The report further says that as the traffic did not warrant the service of two trains, 
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, in changing time effective January 17, 1915, 
consolidated at St. Therese train: No. 436 with the St. Eustache train No. 478 arriving — 
at Place Viger station in Montreal at 7.45 a.m. j 

It appears that the complainant, Mr. Justice Fortin, lives at Ste. Rose and has — 
regularly travelled by the train that has been cancelled. 

Under the new train arrangements, a train leaves St. Jerome at 6.25 a.m. due at 5 
Ste. Rose at 7.01 a.m. and arriving at Montreal at 7.45 a.m. The next morning train 
is the limited No. 470, which is’ scheduled to stop at Ste. Rose at 8 a.m., arriving at 
Montreal at 8.45 a.m. 

The result is, of course, that the complainant must leave Ste. Rose at 8 a.m. 
instead of at 8.34 a.m. as under the previous schedule. 

There is no doubt that some inconvenience attends the rearrangement; but, 
unfortunately, there is also no doubt that traffic conditions at present are such as 10 
require economy in operation, with the further result that the traffic conditions are 
not such as to warrant the service formerly enjoyed. 

Under the circumstances, in my opinion, the application should be dismissed. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Seott concurred. 


APPLICATION OF THE CANADIAN NORTHERN ONTARIO RAILWAY COMPANY FOR APPROVAL OF 
LOCATION THROUGH THE TOWN OF NORTH BAY. 


Judgment Chief Commissioner Drayton, February 10, 1915: 


The location plan of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company throug 
the town of North Bay was approved by Order No. 17906 after a hearing held in th 
town of North Bay at which the different interests were represented. 

Street crossings were considered at a later sitting of the board held in North Bay 
for the purpose, and were approved by Order No. 20500. The latter order, althoug 
opposed by different interests, were nevertheless made by the board on the basis of a 
agreement (a copy of which was placed on file with the board), between the corporatio 
of the town of North Bay and the railway company. 

Under the agreement the corporation agreed to close those parts of Regin 
Sherbrooke, Commercial, Second avenue, and Cedar streets covered by the right-of-w 
of the railway, and to close Fraser street, subject to a -passage for pedestrians bei 
provided. AlJl was according to the plan made part of the agreement. 
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The corporation also agreed to take the necessary proceedings at the expense of 


_ the company to expropriate land for the purpose of opening and extending MacLaren 


street, as shown on the plan, and on similar terms to open up a street from Marion 
street to Front street, and another street connecting Front street with Second avenue. 

The company agreed, among other things, “to pay all the expenses or damages 
which may be legally claimed by property owners, or otherwise, and which can be 
legally claimed under the Railway Act and the Municipal Act, or under either of them, 
or both, or any other damages by reason of the building of the railway through the 
town that can legally be recovered.” 

The company is also bound to build certain subways called for by the agreement, 
according to detail plans to be approved of by the board, and to make and maintain 
level crossings at certain other points. 

Order No. 20500 adopts the different solutions of railway crossings covered by the 


agreement; and as to the question of liability, again acting in ease of the agreement, 


but without adding to it, paragraph No. 5 of the order provides :— 


“That the company be responsible for any damages which property owners 
affected may be legally entitled to recover under the Railway Act and the 
Municipal Act.” 


Under these circumstances, an application is now made by the company for an 
order settling and determining what properties are damaged by the railway construc- 
tion or in respect of any other matter arising from the carrying out of the agreement 
or of the order. In short, the railway company desires that the board should now 
determine definitely the zone of legal damage or interference. 

I am of the opinion that no such order should be made. By the agreement 
between the parties damages legally recoverable either under the Railway Act or the 
Municipal Act are to be paid by the railway company. The effect of the agreement 
is that the town is to be at no responsibility for damages; and further that no rate- 
payer otherwise entitled to damages is to be deprived of his right. Under these cir- 
cumstances, the board should not seek to limit the contractual obligation of a railway 
company or anyone else. Apart from right, there is, in any event, no jurisdiction to 
do so. Under the scheme of the Railway Act, damages are to be paid for lands actu- 
ally taken, and to the extent that the sections permit, damage resulting to other 
property. The board had no power to abrogate or limit any right to these damages; 
and if it had the power, it certainly never should have and never has attempted to 
exercise it. The general statutory provisions have been amended by 1-2 George V, 


chapter 22, section 6, which adds to section 235 (this section dealing with the right 


of the board to authorize highway crossings), the following provision :— 


“Subject to the company making such compensation to adjacent or abut- 
ting landowners as the board deems proper, the railway of the company.” 


Mr. Temple, for the railway company, relies on this amendment as justifying the 
order that he now asks.’ The amendment is not designated to limit, but in certain 
cases where, in the opinion of the board, the existing statutory provisions as to com- 
pensation are not sufficient to extend the right of compensation to owners that other- 
wise would not be entitled to recover. 

Before this section was passed, under the Railway Act, an owner of property 
abutting on a street along which a railway track was constructed was entitled to no 
damage, there being no physical taking of his property. Under the amendment, in a 
proper case, the board may provide in its order dealing with the location of the track 
along the street, that compensation should be paid. In any event, in this case no 
action was taken by the board under the amendment, and the rights of property 
owners were not in any way dealt with under it. Instead of the matter being so 
considered, the question is covered by the agreement referred to. It is quite clear 
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that this agrement never contemplated the board in its discretion saying that it — 
should or should not apply to certain property. The test of the railway company’s — 
liability must remain as to its own acts, under the general provisions of the Railway — 
Act, and as to the legal acts of the corporation in carrying out its part of the agree- _ 
ment under the provisions of the Municipal Act. 
Apart from negligence coupled with the proper legal authority under the Act, — 
the question would seem to be entirely covered by the principles discussed in re 
Medler and Arnott v. ‘Voronto, 4 O.R.C., page 13. There, as in this case, the city 
agreed to close a portion of a street; and in that instance the railway company agreed — 
to pay any person whose lands were injuriously affected by any act of the city in the 
execution of the agreement, compensation. 
In so far as property owners are concerned, their remedy therefore, would seem 
to be a remedy against the municipality recoverable by arbitration proceedings under — 
the Municipal Act, the railway company being responsible to the city for the amount f 
of compensation arrived at. ¥ 
In so far as the railway construction, including subway work, is concerned, the 
railway company’s responsibility is governed by the general clauses of the Railwag 
Act. Fy 
The question, however, of whether the different matters done either by the cor-— 
poration or the company and causing damages result in legal responsibility for dam-— 
ages recoverable under the appropriate section dealing with arbitration, or by action, ;) 
is entirely one for the courts. : 
Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred, i 
¥ 
APPLICATION OF THE CANADIAN NORTHERN QUEBEC RAILWAY COMPANY, UNDER SEUTIONS 222 
AND 237, FOR AUTHORITY TO CONSTRUCT SIDINGS ACROSS STADACONA AND MARLBOROUGH 
STREETS IN HOCHELAGA WARD, MONTREAL, QUE. 


oe 


4 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, February 12, 1915:— 


Ae 


ities of the Canadian Northern Quebec Kailway Company, these being by way of. 
addition to their Moreau street yards. The additional trackage extends westerly from 
the point of connection with the existing tracks, such point of connection being nort. 

of Stadacona street. There are already shown nine tracks crossing Stadacona street. | 
The sanction is asked for the crossings of Stadacona and Marlborough streets. The 
property upon which the tracks will be located, aside from that involved in the str Co 
crossings, is owned by the railway. The Moreau street yards, which are located wes 

of Moreau street and north of St. Catherine street, provide facilities for scme 4 ; 
cars. The tracks in this yard continue southerly to the northern side of St. Catherine 
street, where they take up the space between Moreau and Marlborough streets. Where 
they cross Robillard street, which is parallel to and north of St. Catherine street, 
there are thirteen tracks. It will be seen that the section east of Marlborough street, 
as defined, is used exclusively for railway purposes. The trackage involved in connec-_ 
tion with the application of the Canadian Northern Quebec Railway Company 


The plan submitted shows provision for two track extensions of the yard tacill 


additional capacity. ‘ ; ee 

Marlborough street, at the north end, has a gate which gives access on to the pro- 
perty of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. It is not a through street at the 
north end. Stadacona street, at the west, is also a dead end street, the Canadia 
Pacific Railway Company’s property being west thereof. On the north side of Sta 
cona street, all the property between the point where the proposed tracks will er 
this street and the northeast corner of Stadacona and Marlborough streets, belo 
to the applicant railway. The property on the east side of Marlborough street, fror 
the corner of Marlborough and Stadacona streets north to the end of the street, i 


| = REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 291 


\ 


south. 


SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


_ also owned by the railway. On the west side of Marlborough street and north of 


Stadacona street, lot 112 is not owned by the railway. On the south side of Stada- 
cona street lot 117, which is immediately west of the proposed trackage of the railway, 
as shown on the plan, this lot being bounded on the west by the Canadian Pacific 
property, is not owned by the railway. As to these lots, 112 and 117, it was stated by 
the railway that negotiations were being carried on by it with the property owners. 
No representation of any kind was made at the hearing by representatives of the 
owners of the lots in question. 

The city of Montreal filed objections, which were further developed at the hearing, 
setting out (1) that the laying of these additional tracks on Stadacona and Marl- 
borough streets would seriously inconvenience and interefere with the movement of 
traffic on these streets, it being stated, that the traffic: is already seriously incon- 
venienced; (2) that the application, if granted, would very detrimentally effect the ~ 
property belonging to private owners. It was stated that it was ‘part of the plan of 
the railway to convert by piece-meal into a railway yard that portion of the territory 
of the city of Montreal between Moreau street, the Canadian Pacife Railway Company, 
and St. Catherine street. The city was of opinion that two additional tracks should 
be permitted to be laid across the streets in question, only when the railway had 
acquired definite title to all the property included in this section north of St. 
Catherine street. 

Reference was made to certain property owners affected, it being stated that 
the following lots, which still were in private possession, would be detrimentally 
affected by the laying of additional tracks. The lots in question are aR igi a Ba 2 ie 
125, 128, 129, 130, 186 and 189; all the lots from 129 to 145 in block 148. It was 
stated by the city that the railway company already owns about half the land between 
Marlborough street, the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, and St. Catherine street. 

Lots 112 and 117 have already been referred to as being lots concerning which the 
railway was in negotiation with the owners. Lot 116 is south of Stadacona street, 


_ and is not shown on the plan as having any direct access thereto. Its access is by way 


of Beaufort street, which is-a blind end street running south from the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company’s property to St. Catherine street and parallel to Marl- 
borough street. Lots 124 and 125 are south of lots 117 and 116 respectively. They 
have no frontage on Stadacona street or direct means of access thereto, the access 
being from Robillard street, which is not a through street, and which is parallel 
to and south of Stadacona street. Lots 128, 129 and 180 have no frontage on Stada- 
cona street, and have no direct access thereto. They are situated on the south side 


of Robillard street, in the section extending from the southwest corner of Seaver 


and Robillard streets to the southeast corner of Robillard and Marlborough streets. 
Lot 136 has no direct access to Stadacona street, and is located on the east side of 
Beaufort street. Lots 188 and 139 are located on St. Catherine street. The lots 
145 to 129, in block 148, inclusive, are on the west side of Beaufort street, running 
from the north end of the street to where it connects with St. Catherine street on the 


It will thus be seen that, aside from lots 112 and 117, there are not in the list of 
lots as given any lots facing on and having direct access to Stadacona street. Lot 
130 has frontage on Marlborough street, one block south of the proposed point of 
crossing. 

The issue as to the additional lots is raised by the city and was also raised at the 
hearing by Alderman Lapointe, who is a landowner in the section which has been 
‘defined. Another landowner, not resident within the defined section, also raised the 


question. 
The laying out of railway facilities in a given section, while for the advantage of 


the general public, has a particular effect upon the value of adjoining property. This 


effect may be by way of depreciation of its value for residential purposes. It may 
ier iS . 
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equally be by enhancing its value as a result of the demand for it for railway purposes 
+n the limited area readily available for said purposes. 

The section, on a portion of which the railway desires to construct the facilities 
necessitating the crossings asked for, is bounded on the north and west by the property 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, on the east by the Moreau Street yard 
of the Canadian Northern Railway Company, the western boundary of this yard being 
the east side of Marlborough street, and on the south by St. Catherine street. In the 
section defined, there are the following structures: two small wooden sheds on lot 
109; on the south side of lot 117, there is a portion of a wooden shed which extends 
south to the southern boundary of lot 124; on the south side of lot 124 there is also 
a wooden shed which extends westerly some distance into lot 125; on lot 126 there 
is a metal-covered building; on the west side of lot 127, there is a shed; at the eastern 
end of lot 139 there is a wooden shed; on lot 138 there is a building used as an hotel, 
and there is also a wooden shed. 

While objection is taken to the crossing of the streets, the more fundamental 
objection on the part of the city is that in regard to the property owners. The nature 
of the traffic along the northern end of Marlborough street and along Stadacona street 
is already fixed. It cannot, in view of the situation as it is on the ground, be a vehi- 
cular and pedestrian traffic of importance. There are already nine tracks across 
Stadacona street; that is to say, Stadacona street is the throat of the Moreau street 
yard. Stadacona street has no local development in it which ealls for traffic; and it 
is a blind end street being closed by the C.P.R. property at the west. Marlborough 
street north of the intersection of Stadacona street has no local development on it 
which calls for vehicular and pedestrian traffic. 

The board has had before it the insufficiency of facilities in the Hochelaga yard. 
So far back as February 8, 1913, Evidence Volume 173, p. 1823, the Chief Commis- 
sioner used the following language: “Take the situation to-day, the Hochelaga yard 
is manifestly insufficient for the purposes of the business, and the companies frankly 
admit that.” 

In the course of the present hearing, Mr. Tilston, speaking for the Board of Trade, 
used the following language: 


“Myr. Tirston: Yes, sir. I would like to say a word, not as to the property 
feature, but as to the Canadian Northern terminal facilities in Montreal. 


“This first came up as a result of the complaint of the Board of Trade. 
An investigation was made by the board of the Canadian Northern terminals, 
and the case was heard in this court house with Mr. Drayton presiding, when 
the Canadian Northern promised to acquire team tracks in this end of the town. 
The facts are that the Canadian Northern have very limited facilities for unload- 
‘ag carload traffic and when business is normal are holding out daily thirty cars. 
These additional facilities will give accommodation for twenty cars more, 


ea 
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and I am sure that extra accommodation will be very greatly appreciated by © 
the shippers as well as the merchants. As to the property rights in the matter 4 


T know nothing whatever.” 


The conditions which the board may impose in its orders must fall within the 


scope of its powers as laid down in the Railway Act. Where the board in granting — 
permission to a railway to cross a street does this in the face of the protest of the 
municipality, it must be satisfied that the crossing is in the public interest. Section | 
237 of the Railway Act provides that the board may— 


“rant such application upon such terms and conditions as to protection, safety 
and convenience of the public as it may deem expedient ig 


It is not empowered to affix as a condition of granting the crossing the acquisition 
of additional land. Not even in such a ease as the present, where it is not denied by th 
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railway that additional land is being obtained by it in this section, looking to addi- 
tional facilities to those involved in the present application. If the board cannot do 
this on the main application, should it by indirection, by refusing to grant the applica- 
tion, attempt to obtain the same result? If it is satisfied that the additional facili- 
ties as proposed aré necessary in the public interest, is it justified in hampering the 
public by refusing to deal with the matter till a more comprehensive scheme is 
developed ? 

There is no question but that the additional facilities are needed. Under normal 
conditions, the railway has to hold out about thirty cars from the yard. It is in the 
public interest that the application should be granted. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Saott concurred. 

Deputy Chief Commissioner Nanren: IT concur in the judgment of Commissioner 
McLean, being of the opinion that the commercial interests of Montreal demand an 
extension of terminal facilities by the Canadian Northern Quebec Railway Company. 
As to this fact, there can be no question. 

The objection that appealed to me at the hearing was not so much the construc- 
tion which is now proposed, or the extension of the present track over lot 117 and 
over lots 124 and 125 on the north side of Robillard street, but a possible extension 
over Robillard street through lots 126, 127, 186 and 137, and stopping just north of 
the hotel premises belonging to Alderman Lapointe. This is the construction that, 
according to the alderman, is contemplated, and he fears that his property will be 
greatly injured thereby. I find, however, that this construction cannot be made with- 
out the leave of the board, as Robillard street must be passed. The interests, there- 
fore, of Alderman Lapointe and other property owners can be effectively considered 
should occasion arise on such anvlication. 


LACHINE, JACQUES CARTIER AND MAISONNEUVE RAILWAY COMPANY, CROSSING OF IBERY ILLE, 
DE FLEURIMONT, POUPART, AND COMTE STREETS, MONTREAL. 


Judgment Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorrt, February 13, 1915: 


Some time ago the board authorized the construction of the line of the Lachine, 
Jacques-Cartier and Maisonneuve Railway through the eastern part of the city of 
Montreal. I believe the line, when constructed, is to be used by the Grand Trunk 
Railway Company as access to a number of industries in the eastern part of the city. 

By Order No. 16181, dated March 26, 1912, the board authorized the railway 
company to cross Iberville and DeFleurimont streets; and by Order No. 177 63, dated 
October 16, 1912, a detailed plan of a bridge to carry these two streets over the rail- 
way was approved. This plan shows a diversion in Iberville street so as to provide a 
crossing of the street over the railway at an acute angle. 

Mr. John Molson, of the city of Montreal, has an interest in a large tract of land 


‘in the vicinity of the crossings in question. Counsel for Mr. Molson has appeared 
before the board and urged the importance of having a convenient method of access 


for getting from one side of the tracks of the railway to the other on the highways 
which run through the Molson property, and asked that no diversion in Iberville 
street be allowed. 

__. Since the hearing, accompanied by the chief engineer and chief operating officer 
of the board, I have examined the location of the railway at the crossings in question. 


Iberville street, which runs in a northwesterly direction, is the most important of the 


Streets in question. It has a car line on it to the southeast of the proposed crossing, 
and it is expected that the street car tracks will be continued on Iberville street to 


&@ point some distance northwest of the proposed crossing. The railway where it 


crosses Iberville street runs approximately east and west. The crossing is, therefore, 
on a skew. The grade of the railway is sufficiently below the grade of the street to 
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permit of the street being carried over the railway by bridge with practically no 
change in the grade of highway. The point at issue is whether the street should be © 
diverted to cross over the railway at right angles to it; or, whether the highway 
should be carried in a straight line over the railway. The latter method is more 
expensive as it requires longer spans in the bridge and large abutments to support 
it. Our chief engineer reports that the cost of a bridge for a diverted highway—the 
plan of which was approved by Order No. 17763—would cost about $16,500. The 
cost of a bridge 50 feet in width carrying the highway in a straight line over the 
railway, he suggests would cost about $33,000. Bearing in mind the development of 
the territory and the importance which Iberville street is beginning to assume, IT am 
of opinion that a bridge carrying the highway on a straight line over the railway 
should not be required by the board notwithstanding its previous order. It will be 
sufficient for the present at any rate that the bridge at Iberville street be 50 feet in 
width. By Order No. 7331, dated June 8, 1909, the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- © 
pany, pursuant to an agreement with the city of Montreal, was permitted to build 
a subway on Iberville street carrying the street under the tracks of the railway about 
a quarter of a mile southeast of the crossing now being considered. At that subway 
a width of 48 feet is all that is allowed. That being so, I think that 50 feet in width 
should be sufficient for the bridge in question. Of course a bridge of this nature can 
always be added to, so that additional width ean be secured at a later date if necessary. 
Having decided that Iberville street was not to be diverted, the best disposition of 
the De Fleurimont street crossing is, to require that that street should not be diverted © 
and should be carried over the railway tracks by a bridge. De Fleurimont street crosses 
Iberville street at right angles at the point where the railway is to pass underneath 
Therville street. Therefore, the one bridge at Tberville street can be constructed so as 
to serve De Fleurimont street at the same time. 
With reference to the crossing of Poupart and Comte streets, Mr. Mountain reports 
to the board as follows :— 


“I do not think the application to close and divert Comte and Poupart 
streets is a proper one considering the amount of settlement in that vicinity at 
this time. For the present I would suggest that Comte street be left open. The 
width of the street is now 60 feet. It seems to me that a 40-foot bridge for 
vehicular and pedestrian traffic only would be sufficient. Poupart street to be 
diverted along the east side of the right of way into Comte street. This is not a 
yery heavy diversion.” 


I think this would be a fair disposition to make of this matter; except that, it 
might be left optional with the railway company to build a bridge carrying Poupart 
street over the railway instead of diverting it to use the Comte street bridge, if it 
wished to save itself the expense of indemnifying the landowners who would be injured 
by the diversion of Poupart street. Of course if Poupart street is diverted the railway 
company would have to pay damages to those who will suffer by it. 

Before any work is done, detail plans of the bridges in question would have to b 
submitted to the board for approval of its engineer. 


An order may go accordingly. 
Deputy Chief Commissioner Nantel and Commissioner McLean concurred. 


Re DISCONTINUING EMPLOYMENT OF STATION AGENTS. 


J udgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, February 15, 1915: 


Applications have been made by the railway companies for authority to discontinu 
the employment of agents at a number of stations. By far the greater number of appli 
cations relate to stations west of Port Arthur. The companies claim that business to 
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large extent has suddenly stopped; that former earnings no longer give any indication 
as to whether or not stations should be kept open; that, at any rate for the present, 
railway operations in the west are accompanied by conditions entirely different from 
those under which they were formerly carried on; and that the traffic, instead of being 
remunerative as in the past, has become unremunerative owing to the great declension 
of tonnage. : 

In view of the careful consideration only recently given to all rates west of Port 
Arthur, no raise in freight rates could be justified by the companies, nor should any be 
granted by the board. The only relief in operating conditions, therefore, that can well 
be granted is to aid the railways in operating as cheaply as. they possibly can in a 
manner consistent with the public interest. 

In so far as’a decrease in earnings is concerned, there is no room for argument. 

The gross earnings on the Canadian Northern Railway from the first of July, 1913, 
to the week ending January 14, 1914, amounted to $14,092,400. For the corresponding 
period ending January 14, 1915, the gross earnings were $10,410,900, showing a decrease 
of $3,681,500, notwithstanding the fact that from July 1, 1913, to July 1, 1914, 549-92 
extra miles of track had been opened for operation, and since 1914 some 285 more 
miles operated. The reduced gross earnings correspond with the decreased crop move- 
ment. The return made by the Department of Trade and Commerce, Census and Statis- 
tic Branch, shows that the cereal products for the year 1914 fell off as follows :— 


IVEATME OD Amr airaeess fof slay els cure ctymiaee at ee s,s geet a. Me «ths 33% 
PIAS ULCINOWVELIV AG unheatate Meh nites Taney. Sion) eee, toe) cease ae ee Teal eee 43% 
PAD erbarnrns ir oeret « 22% 


while the result to the producer, owing to the largely increased. value of grain 
products, is not what the percentage would show, the railway company gets no more 
for handling wheat which may sell for $1.50 than it does for wheat that might sell at 
75 cents. The result is that railway companies of necessity feel the falling off in 
production much more than the other interests of the country. } 

The weekly figures of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company tell the same story. 

Prior to 1900, the question as to when station agents should or should not be 
appointed in the prairie provinces was a very vexed one. New stations were being 
‘continually opened up. The railway companies desired to operate them without the 
expense of agents. Local boards of trade were continually demanding that, agents 
should be appointed. After a full investigation, the board, on the 6th of January, 
1910, issued Order No. 9160, which provided among other matters, that, at all 
Stations or shipping places from or to which the total freight and passenger earnin:ss 
of the company for the last fiscal year amounted to not less than $15,000, of which 
$2,000 should represent inward traffic, a permanent agent-should be appointed and 
continued, and that, at all non-agency points, where the business of the company 
consisted solely or principally of grain shipments, amounting to at least 50,000 bushels 
for the previous year, temporary grain agents should be appointed and continued 
during the grain shipping season, which was fixed from September 15 to December 31 
in each year. These represented the minimum earnings which the board thought were 
necessary to be found before it could exercise its jurisdiction and compel the employ- 
‘ment of agents in ordinary cases. It, of course, was always open to the railway 
companies, for purposes of competition or for the purposes of working up business, or 
for any other company reasons, to put in agents when such earnings were not enjoyed. 
None of these considerations could, however, move the board in making an order. 

1. Lavoy, Alta. (C.N.R.).—The earnings at this station for the year ending 
December 31, 1914, amounted to $9,341. There is no operating condition which would 
justify the board’s ordering that an agent should be continued, as there is an agent 
on the west at Vegreville, only 9 miles away, and on the east at Ramperly, a distance 
of about 9 miles away. The returns, however, show that business, although small is 
mixed in character, there being a fair package business both in freight and express. 
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Under these circumstances, while I think an order should go relieving the company 
of the duty of retaining an agent, a caretaker should be appointed to look after these 
small freight shipmnts. 

2. Chandler, Sask. (C.N.R.).—The earnings at this station for the twelve months 
ending September, 1914, including, therefore, a period when business was good, only 
amounted to $5,392.83. The freight business largely consisted of the grain movement, 
which can be properly looked after by a grain agent. The earnings were never such as 
to require the appointment of an agent, who probably was appointed by the railway 
company owing to the fact that Midvale, a station on the Canadian Pacific line, is only 
7 miles distant. 

T think the order should be granted as asked. 

3. Devlin, Ont. (C.N.R.)—Business at this station for the year ending November, 
1914, amounted in all to $9,532. The business is of a mixed character, and I therefore 
think that a term of the order allowing the agent to be discontinued (although the 
earnings are below the required amount), must call for the appointment of a care- 
taker. 

4. Banning, Ont. (C.N.R.)—The earnings at this station for the 12 months 
ending September 30, 1914, only amounted to $2,789.34. Under the board’s order, no 
agent need have been appointed. The appointment was probably owing to competitive 
reasons, as Ignace, on the Canadian Pacific line, is only 10 miles distant, I think the 
order should go as asked. 

5. Ladysmith, Man. (C.N.R.)—The earnings at this point for the year ending 
September 30, 1914, amounted to $3,093.60. This station is 12 miles from McGregor 
on the Canadian Pacific railway, and perhaps affords a reason why the agent was 
originally appointed. The order should go as asked. 

6. Homewood, Man. (C.N.R.)—The earnings for the year ending November, 
1914, amounted to $9,536.79. Although the earnings here are considerably less than 
those required by the board’s order, there is a mixed business at this point of such a 
volume as to render it necessary that a caretaker should be appointed to look after 
the L. OC. L. freight and perform other duties about the station, such as keeping it 
clean and warm for the arrival and departure of trains. The order should go subject 
to the stipulation that a caretaker be appointed. : 

7. Fairfax, Man. (O.N.R.)—This station has been remunerative, the earnings 
for the 12 months ending September 30, 1914, amounting to $18,514.28. This of 
itself, of course, is no reason why, in view of the drop in business, which ordinarily 
one would expect to effect this station as well as others, the agent should not be 
discontinued; but on investigating the matter closely, the receipts at this station for 
the months of October and November showed an actual increase of $204.77 over the 
corresponding months in 1913, instead of a decrease of some 30 per cent as might have 
been expected. The application should be dismissed. 

8. Ridpath, Sask. (C.N.R.)—The earnings at this station are shown to be les 
than the amount required by the board’s order. The station is but five miles away 
from Anglia on the Canadian Pacific. There is also an agent on the Canadian North 
ern line at Rosetown a distance of 7 miles to the east. Although the business is no 
such as to, under the present circumstances, demand an agent, a caretaker should b 
appointed as a term of the order. 

9. Berton, Man. (C.N.R.)—The earnings at this point for 12 months ending 
September, 1914, amounted to $10,656.15. These earnings are very largely deriv 
from grain shipments which can properly be looked after by a grain agent when 
required. J think the order should go allowing the application. 

10. Hawick, Alta. (C.N.R.)—The earnings at this station are small and muc 
below the amount requried. The agent probably was appointed for competitive reasons 
owing to the fact that Strathmore, on the Canadian Pacific line, is only 7 miles 
distant. An order should be made as asked. - 
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11, Brunkild, Man. (C.N.R.).—The earnings at this statien for the year ending 

November, 1914, amounted to $10,350.80. The station is 104 miles away from Osborne 
on the Canadian Pacific line; and on the Canadian Northern line to the west there 
is an agent at Sparling, 9 miles distant, and to the east at Sanford, some 8 miles 
away. Although the business done is comparatively small, the L.C.L. movement is of 
such a character as to require the installation of a caretaker as a term of the order, 
which, I think, with that condition, should be granted, 
. 12. Beaver, Man. (C.N.R.)—The total earnings at this station for the year 
ending September, 1914, amounted to $8,752.28. The greater part of this business 
consists of wheat shipments, which can be looked after by the grain agent. An order 
allowing the application should go. 

13. Minburn, Alta. (C.N.R.).—The earnings for the year ending December, 1914, 
amounted to $15,621. The company, however, insists that the station agent should be 
discontinued on the ground that the later months in the period show a very large 
shrinkage from the previous business. For example: Earnings for October, N ovember, 
and December, 1913, were $12,182, and for the same months in 1914, $6,997, or a 
decrease of $5,185. At a time like the present, I am not at all prepared to say that 
stations where more than $15,000 is being earned should have an agent, if practically 
the whole of the business is represented by the grain shipment, which can be satisfac- 
torily handled by a grain agent; but in this case the figures show a relatively large 
local freight business. The inward freight business is relatively large, made up 
principally of L.C.L. shipments, and some package freight outgoing. The L.O.L. 
and package freight business is just that sort of business which requires the service 
of an agent to properly look after it. The application should be dismissed. 

14. Woodnorth, Man. (C.N.R.).—A good business is being done at this point. 
The year’s business ending November, 1914, shows a total of $17,783. The company, 
however, points out that, from the indications, this amount will not be earned in the 
current year, as the freight and passenger earnings for October and November, 1914, 
fell off from $6,980 to $4,501, a decrease for the two months only of $2,479. The 
force of this comparison, however, is lost when it is borne in mind that the lesser 
earnings form part of the present total of $17,783. If the annual statement is 
antedated and made to end, for example, on September 30, 1914, the earnings then 
amount to $21,457.72. Under such circumstances, the application, on the present 
material at any rate, must be dismissed. 

15. Decker, Man. (C.N.R.)—The earnings in this case amount to $18,939.75. 
While the earnings are probably falling off as alleged, there is a good deal of L.C.L. 
express, .and passenger business. The application should be dismissed. 

16. Rosebank, Man. (C.N.R.).—This is a station that has made good earnings, 
and if the year’s business was computed as ending September, 1914, sufficient earnings 
would still be shown, as the earnings would then amount to $16,725. This station, 
however, is one where the drop in business has been both material and sudden, as was 
the decrease in the months of September, October and November, 1914, from the 
_ business of the same three months of 1913, which was no less than $8,400, the earnings 
_ for this period in 1914 (which was ordinarily the poor period) being but $4,108 as 
against $12,508 for the former year. Under the circumstances, the agent may be 
discontinued; but a caretaker to look after the receipt of freight and L.C.L. trafic 
existing at this point must be appointed. 

17. Underhill, Man. (C.N.R.).—The total business done at this station for the 
year ending December, 1914, amounted to $13,406.11. The business here is very 
largely grain, as of this total no less than $10,335 consisted of carload shipments out, 
which would be practically all grain. While the facts are as stated, the former business 
at this point requires the public to be convenienced by a caretaker, and a caretaker 


must be appointed. 


. 
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18. Willmar, Sask. (C.N.R.).—The business here for the year ending November, 
1914, amounted to $24,128. The company points out that there has been a decrease 
between the months of October and November, 1918, and October and November, 1914, 
of $3,451. I think the application here is premature. I have no doubt business will 
be somewhat less, but there is a considerable margin to come and go on. The company 
itself only wants to discontinue the agent until April 1, showing that it expects the 
business to be such as to demand the services of an agent except for the winter months. 
I would, therefore, dismiss the application. 

19, Pinkham, Sask. (O.N.R.).—The earnings for the 12 months, ending September 
30, 1914, were 821, 986.28. Undoubtedly they are dropping off; but no figures have 
boon supplied that would show that, even with the general declension of business, the 
application should be granted. I Polit: therefore, dismiss it. 

20, St. Gregor, Sask. (C.N.R.).—The earnings at this station for the year ‘ending 
December, 1914, amounted to $15,373, $8,803 of which was carload traffic. The station 
has been a good earner in the past, but the drop in business for the last three months 
(the poor months of the year), is somewhat large, the earnings for this period of 1913 
being $12,172, while for the same period of 1914, $5,014, a decrease of $7,158. Under 
the circumstances, and in view of existing railway conditions in the west, I think an 
order may go permitting the discontinuance of the agent, but only on the understand- 
ing that a caretaker be appointed. 

21. Waseca, Sask. (C.N.R.).—The earnings at this point for the year ending 
November, 1914, amounted to $21,745. There is a large outward earning at this 
station of L.C.L. Shipments with a reasonably large passenger business. The applica- 
tion should be dismissed. 

22. Weldon, Sask. (C.N.R.).—This station has been another good earning point, 
the earnings for the 12 months ending September 30, 1914, being $23,560.72. No 
specific figures have been submitted by the company showing losses in the later months, ~ 
and the percentage of general declension in business would still leave this station with 
sufficiently large earnings to justify the retention of an agent. I would dismiss the 
application. Our inspector’s report shows total earnings for October, November, and 
December to amount to $5,244.00. 

23. Sleemans, Ont. (C.N.R.).—The earnings in this case for the year ending 
September 30, 1914, were good. The business undoubtedly has fallen off; but while 
the business is dropping, the station is one of very mixed activities. Revenue is 
derived from shipments of cordwood, pulpwood, and cedar. In the month of September 
last 43 cars were shipped, and up to January 2, 101 cars. Investigation shows that 
there is something like 300 cars of pulpwood to be handled. Besides this, there is a 
fair amount of passenger business and inward freight in L.C.L. lots. An agent is 
necessary and the application should be dismissed. 

24, Cardale, Man. (C.N.R.)—The earnings here have been good. The company 
itself thinks that the only period during which it could get along without an agent 
would be until April 1 next. Under such circumstances, the application should be — 
dismissed. 

25. Beadle, Sask. (C.N.R.)—The earnings in. this case for the year ending 
November, 1914, were $22,931.14. The case is “on all fours” with that of Cardale. 
The application should be dismissed. 

26. Neelin, Man. (C.N.R.).—Taking the earnings at this station for the better 
period, that is for the year ending September 30, 1914, the effect of which is to include © 
in the period considered the high earning months of October, November, and Decem- — 
ber, 1913, the earnings at this station are nevertheless less than the minimum of 
$15,000 required in ordinary cases. There has, nevertheless, been a fair business. 
There is a fair amount of inward freight and also outward local freight,—quite suf- 
ficient business to demand the appointment of a caretaker. This station is but 83 
miles away from Holmfield on the Canadian Pacific line, and the earnings for the 
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last year have been (if taken down to December), only $12,087.09. The order should 
be made subject to the appointment of a caretaker. 

27. St. Laurent, Man. (C.N.R.)—So far as the earnings at this station are’ con- 
cerned, they are insufficient of themselves to require the retention of the agent. <A> 
large amount of the traffic is entirely local. There is also some traffic in frozen fish. 
The greatest difficulty in closing the station, however, is that, if the agent is taken 
away, the nearest point on the Canadian Northern where an agent is to be found to 
the west is 50 miles distant. This station is only 8 miles from Meadows on the Cana- 
dian Pacific, and it may be that an agent could be much more profitably employed at 
some other point on the Canadian Northern line; but as matters now stand, the appli- 
cation should be dismissed. 

28. Warren, Man. (C.N.R.)—The earnings at this point for the year ending 
September 30, 1914, only amounted to $9,117.26. Although the business is not large, 
it is steady month in and month out. The carload movement is relatively small and 
the L.C.L. movement relatively large. While not large enough to justify the company 
being put to the expense of an agent, a caretaker should be appointed, and the order 

_allowing the application should be on such terms. 

29. Norquay, Man. (O.N.R.)—The earnings for the twelve-month period ending 
September 30, 1914, amounted to $21,632.30. It is true that for the period ending 
November of the same year they had fallen off to $18,359. The December figures, I 
have not on file. This is a mixed farming district, so that the grain shipments are 
relatively much less than at other points, business is more broken in character, and 
there is more work for an agent to do. In view of the fact that the business is of 
the character I mention, and that the next agent on the west at Priceville is 27 miles 
away, I think the application should be refused. 

30. Mafeking, Man. (C.N.R.)—The earnings for the year ending September 30, 
1914, amounted to $21,154.29. The revenue in this case does not seem to be falling 
off very materially, probably owing to the fact that a large part of the movement con- 
sists of frozen fish. No grain moves from this point, and the company only has 
three open stations at present between Swan River and Hudson Bay Junction, a dis- 
tance of 103 miles. The retention of an agent at this point will work no hardship. 
The earnings for October, November, and December last, when the effect of the 
depression would be felt, amounted to $3,420. 

31. D’Arcy, Sask. (O.N.R.).—Conditions seem to be reversed at this station. 
The earnings for the year ending September 30, 1914, amounted to $28,876.24. 
Instead, however, of finding a decrease on taking the 12-month period back from 
November of this year, that period shows on the contrary a business of $36,596.24. 
Not only is the business large, but there is also a large amount of L.C.L. shipments 
both in forwarded and received freight, and a large amount of passenger business. The 
application should be refused. 

32. Delmas, Sask. (C.N.R.)—I do not know why this application was made. 
‘The earnings do not justify the employment of an agent under the terms of the 
general order and, apparently, from the board’s report, no agent was appointed. The 
company now has a caretaker at the station who appears to be handling the business 
perfectly satisfactorily. As there is no agent, no order need be made on the applica- 
tion. 

33. Brooking, Sask. (C.N.R.).—The earnings for the year, ending November, 
1914, amounted to $17,012. The company points out that, in the business of the last 
three months, there has been a falling off of $2,113. This comparison, however, loses 
‘much force when it is remembered that the $17,000 total includes two of the poor 
months. From a consideration of the business and figures as submitted, it does not 
appear that a case has at present been made out for the removal of the agent. 

34. Mikado, Sask. (O.N.R.).—The earnings at this station for the year ending 
September 30, 1914, amounted to $19,053.29. While the business has fallen off, as 
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evidenced by the fact that the business of the year, taken down to November instead 
of September, only amounted to $16,561.62, I nevertheless think that, from the 
information as to the business supplied, the application should be refused. 

35. Purple Springs, Alta. (C.P.R.)—The earnings at this point for the year 
ending December 31, 1914, amounted to $12,186.07. There is no question but what 
the earnings have fallen short of the board’s requirements. On the other hand, the 
business is sufficient to warrant the employment of a caretaker. 

36. Tilley, Alta. (C.P.R.).—The earnings at this point were good; but the 
railway activities were largely the result of construction work on the railway’s erection 
system. This construction has ceased and business has dropped off so materially as 
to render it impossible for the board to order the continuance of'an agent. 

37. Beverly, Sask. (C.P.R.).—The total earnings at this station for the year 
ending December 1, 1914, only amounted to $8,644. The falling off of business at this 
point has been very great, as the station at one time was a good earner. The business, 
which is now being carried on, is of a mixed character; and while the earnings are 
much below the requirements of the board’s order, a caretaker should be appointed. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Seott concurred. 


COMPLAINT OF THE COWICHAN RATEPAYERS ASSOCIATION AND OTHERS AGAINST THE RATES 
CHARGED ON GRAIN AND MILL FEEDS FROM ALBERTA POINTS TO POINTS IN THE 
COWICHAN DISTRICT, B.C. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, February 15, 1915: 


The application was heard at the sittings of the board held June 8, 1914, at 
Victoria, B.C. 

At the hearing the application was urged by Mr. W. Patterson, who appeared for 
the Cowichan Creamery Associtaion, which he stated consisted of an association of 
180 farmers having their place of business at Duncan. The association are large 
buyers of grain, as the area of cultivated land in the locality ig limited, although it 
is entirely agricultural. 

Taking Calgary as the illustrative shipping point, the rate on imported feed to 
Duncan, Mr. Patterson showed to be $8 a ton, as against $7 a ton for delivery at 
Victoria, Ladysmith, Cassidy’s Crossing and Nanaimo, and the request was made that 
an equal rate should be made to points on Vancouver Island between Nanaimo and 
Victoria. The ground on which the request is based is that as the whole length of 
railway between Victoria and Nanaimo is but 70 miles, that a difference of $1 a ton 
in that short distance is unfair. 

At the time of the hearing the local rail movement was from Ladysmith to 
Duncan, the rate to Ladysmith being as stated $7, which included the rail haul from 
Alberta and the water service, the additional rate charged working out the extra 
dollar being 5 cents per 100 lbs. from Ladysmith to Duncan. 

The Railway Company’s answer to the application not being ready, opportunity 
was given them to file a written reply. The company’s defence was filed on July 2, 
1914; it is as follows :— 


“In accordance with the understanding reached at the hearing of this 
matter at Victoria on 8th ultimo, our traffic officials have gone into it further, 
and I am now in receipt of their report. 

“Grain from Alberta to points on the FE. & N. Railway is transferred from 
Vancouver by barge, for which landings are provided at Esquimalt near Victoria, 
Ladysmith and Nanaimo. There is also direct boat service between Vancouver — 
and Victoria and Nanaimo. j 

“Taking Calgary as a shipping point the rates to these landing points are 
35 cents per 100 lbs. (Tariff C.R.C. W-1686). The same rate applies to Cassidy’s, 


See 
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a point between Ladysmith and Nanaimo 6-3 miles from the former and 
7-8 miles from the latter place. In view of its proximity to these landing 
points the rates to Cassidy’s could hardly be made to exceed those to Nanaimo 
and Ladysmith. 

“Places intermediate to Victoria and Ladysmith are subject to a rate of 
40 cents per 100 lbs., the difference covering the service from the barge to the 
rail, the rail haul and extra incidental services. 

“The distance from Calgary to Vancouver is 646-1 miles and the rate 
allowed by the board in its recent decision in the Western Freight Rates Case 
for this distance is 834 cents per 100 lbs. Therefore the rate for the additional 
barge service and E. & N. haul is 64 cents per 100 Ibs. over the Vancouver rate, 
Of this additional rate 2} cents is credited to the barge haul and 4 cents to the 
E & N. Railway. 

“The mileage from Ladysmith to Duncan is 18-7 miles and to Cowichan 
22-9 miles. For these distances the rates allowed by the board in its recent 
decision (See Volume 200, page 70) are 6 cents and 8 cents respectively, as 
compared with the 4 cents E. & N. proportion of the rate now in question. 

“The barge landing at Nanaimo is rarely used owing to difficulties in 
getting cars from sea to rail level, as the intervening rails are the property of 
the coal company. At Ladysmith the intervening rails are also the property of 
the coal company, but under contract with the latter a charge of 50 cents per 
car has been arranged which is paid out of the E. & N. Railway proportion. 

“The distance from Esquimalt to the points in question is greater than 
that from Ladysmith and therefore I need not deal with it. 

“Under these circumstances I submit that the complaint should be dismissed. 

“As directed by the board I have sent a copy of this letter to the secretary 
of the Cowichan Ratepayers’ Association.” 


The reply of the Ratepayers’ Association to the railway Company’s submissions 


_ was received by the board on July 20. It is as follows: 


“With reference to previous correspondence, I beg to inform you that I 
have received from the Law Department of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company a copy of a letter (No. 10459 of July 2) addressed to the Board of 
Railway Commissioners in connection with the complaint of my association 
and others against the rate charged on grain and mill feeds from inland points 
to points in the Cowichan district. With regard to this letter I beg to submit 
the following remarks for the consideration of the Railway Board. 


(1) O.P.R. Letter, Paragraph No. 2: 

Whereas it is stated that landings are provided at Esquimalt near Victoria, 
Ladysmith, and Nanaimo, for grain shipped from Alberta to points on the E. & 
N. Railway, the fact is established in the latter portion of the letter that prac- 
tically all grain is landed by barge via Ladysmith. The reference to boat 
service would suggest the possibility of competition in the shipping of cars. 
Under present circumstances such competition is non-existent. 


(2) C. P. R. Letter, Paragraph 38: 

It is stated that owing to the proximity of Cassidy’s to Ladysmith and 
Nanaimo, the rates to Cassidy’s could hardly be made to exceed those to the 
latter two points. I would point out that while Cassidy’s is an inland point, 
the 40-cent rate is made to apply to Chemainus which is precisely the same 
distance from Ladysmith and is moreover a port with water connection. 


(3) O.P.R. Letter, Paragraph 4: 
Justification for the extra 5 cents is claimed in respect to services au 
barge to rail and rail haul. It is admitted in the latter portion of the C.P.Rv’s 
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letter that the barge landing at Nanaimo is rarely used, and it is difficult to 
see why the charge for these services is applied to cars destined for Chemainus 
and Duncan distanced, respectively 6-3 and 18-7 miles from the landing point 
at Ladysmith, but is not applied in the case of cars destined for Nanaimo, 
Cassidy’s and Victoria, distanced respectively 14-1, 6-3 and 59 miles from the 
same landing point. 

Duncans, which is the centre of a large agricultural community and is 
served entirely by the E. & W. Railway, is the distributing point for the whole 
district covered by your petitioners, and consumes more cars of wheat and feed 
stuffs than any other centre on the island with the exception of Victoria. 

Grain delivered at all points between Ladysmith and Victoria (59 miles) 
is surcharged $1 per ton over the rate applicable at Victoria and equally appli- 
cable at those points on the 14 mile haul Ladysmith to Nanaimo. 

Your petitioners therefore submit that an unfair discrimination is shown 
in that the merchants located in the first named area are handicapped in the 
selling of grain, and that the farmers and consumers of feed stuffs are conse- — 
quently subjected to an unfair increase of cost in production compared with — 
their neighbours who are within touch of the points referred to. 

Your petitioners respectfully submit that irrespective of questions affect- 
ing rates fixed by the board our claim for the removal of such an anomaly 
is well founded and we trust that the board will give it the fullest considera- 


tion.” 


The question has been held by the board under advisement for some considerable — 
time with the view of working out, if possible, some rate basis which might assist the 
applicants and be fair to the carrier. 

However, on going, into the question from every possible standpoint the case is x 
not one in which any relief can be granted. The underlying principle which affects 
the whole rate structure of the island is that of water competition. The movement 
from Vancouver to Ladysmith or Esquimalt is one of the most strongly competitive in | 
the Dominion. The distance to Ladysmith is 483 statute miles. The authorized — 
maximum rate for water competition is 11 cents. The local competitive rate is 10° 
cents exclusive of marine insurance, and the arbitrary from Vancouver added on this 
through traffic from Vancouver to Ladysmith is only 23 cents, including marine © 
‘nsurance. In the benefit of this reduced cost the complainants, with all other con- | 
signeees on the island, participate. A 

The service from Vancouver to Ladysmith consists of ferrying the cars them- — 
selves, and is comparable with the similar service within the limits of New York har- — 
bour, where, although the tonnage moved very greatly exceeds the movement in ques- 
tion, the ordinary rate is 3 cents; and may also be compared with the ferry operated — 
by the Government across the Straits of Canso, a distance of approximately one mile, — 
with a charge of 13 cents. Ther» can, therefcre, be no question but that the arbi- © 
trary water rate to Ladysmith is reasonable. On the island the rail haul from Lady- 
smith to Duncan is 19 miles, to Cowichan 23 miles. It is impossible to say that this 
added service should be done for nothing, or that a 5-cent rate is excessive; on the 
other hand it is reasonable, and is in fact, a lower rate than many other rates which ~ 
are to-day in effect and which could be easily illustrated. This 5-cent rate is a flat 
rate and is not based upon mileage, with the result that the consignee at Duncan — 
pays the same rate as the consignee at Cowichan and at other points along the 70- 
mile stretch referred to by Mr. Patterson, but the reason for the blanketing of the 
rate is obvious; Ladysmith is not the only port available, trafiic can just as well (1: 
barged to Esquimalt, and as a matter of fact there are other ports which could be made 
available. It should also be noted that traffic to-day is barged to Esquimalt. This 
owing to the fact that both the “ gridiron” and the connecting spur at Ladysmith 
belong to the Canadian Northern or affiliated interests. Under the application of a 


am 
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strict mileage basis Duncan is somewhat farther from Esquimalt than it is from 
Ladysmith but the blanket rate of 5 cents, however, properly covers the situation. 

The earnings of the railway on the island are low. Traffic fell off 45 per cent 
last March, 30 per cent in April, and 50 per cent in May. As matters now stand it is 
doubtful whether any adequate return is being earned by the carrier, so that no reduc- 
tion can be made unless that reduction is necessary on the grounds of discrimination. 

On the question of discrimination, Chemainus, which is cited as a point taking a 
$7 rate, is a port, and shipments could easily be made to it by water. If, as a matter 
of fact, the $7 rate applies to any point which ig not on the water front with real or 
potential facilities (and with the exception of the unimportant Cassidy’s crossing so 
far I have discovered none), so that there may be no discrimination between such a 
point and Duncan, addition should be made in the rate to bring it up to the rate 
charged to Duncan. 

While the matter was still under consideration another complaint was made by 
the Cowichan Creamery Association by letter of December 29, received January 6 
last. The association pointed out that the former rate on eggs to Victoria of 21 cents 
had been raised to 28 cents per 100 lbs. (reduced to 27 cents as in excess of the amount 
chargeable from Nanaimo to Victoria); and hay (L.C.L.) to Victoria 22 cents per 
100 lbs., while the rate from Victoria to Duncan was 18 cents. This complaint has 
been taken up with the railway company, and after full investigation I am of the 
view that the increases made effective September 1, 1914, were not justified, and must 


‘be reduced, and further, that proper tariffs must issue to correct anomalies now 


existing as exemplified by the rates on produce in and out of Duncan. Intimation 

has already been given the railway company that these changes must be made, and as 

I understand a corrected tariff is being prepared no order need issue to-day. However, 

an order will issue unless these anomalies are removed at an early date. 
Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


API'LICATION OF RIGHT REVEREND E. GROUARD, O.M.1., D.D., VICARIATE OF ATHABASCA, AND 
ASSISTANT VICARIATES OF ATHABASCA AND MCKENZIE, FOR AN ORDER DIRECTING THE 
RAILWAY COMPANIES TO GIVE THEM SETTLERS’ RATES ON THEIR SHIPMENTS FROM BAST- 
ERN CANADA. 


Judgment Chief Commissioner Drayron, February 16, 1915: 


It is not very many years ago since the jobbers and wholesalers of westerly dis- 
tributing points objected to the fact that settlers were in the habit of getting in new 
‘goods and general supplies at the special rates given by the railway company for the 
bona fide second-hand effects of the settler from the east. 

The position taken by the jobber was that, under the guise of the settlers’ effects 
rates, new goods were being brought into the country entering into competition with 
the jobbers and wholesalers at a freight rate less than they themselves could enjoy; 


_ and that, as a result, the different towns of Western Canada, which were entitled to a 


certain area of distribution, were being deprived of their rights. As a resu't, the 
present classification as to settlers’ effects is strictly enforced. 

General goods cannot be carried; but the rate only applies to the actual posses- 
sions of persons moving from the east to the west with a view of living there to the 


extent that the exceptional rate applies as set out in Mr. Hardwell’s report. 


It would seem to me that missionaries leaving the east with a view of bona fide 
settling in the west, as the petition shows, fall within the general description of settlers, 
and would be entitled to take second-hand household goods and personal effects, and 
second-hand implements and farm vehicles, livestock, and, generally, all the different 
articles which the bona fide settler gets a special rate on, as contained in Mr. 


Hardwell’s report. 
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This, apparently, does not go as far as the petitions of the Reverend Fathers 
Falher and Lefebvre, bursars for the vicariates of Athabasca and McKenzie, require. 
They, apparently, are desirous of getting in each year their new supplies, provisions, 
agricultural implements, ete., under the settlers’ rate. This is something no settler 
is entitled to do and is not covered by any existing tariff. 

The case, therefore, is not one in which the board can make an order, notwith- 
standing the excellent objects of the institutions, which are entirely eleemosynary. 


Deputy Chief Commissioner Nantel concurred. 


COMPLAINTS OF THE BOARD OF TRADE, PICTON, ONTARIO, AND THE COUNTY OF PRINCE EDWARD, 
ONTARIO, RE TRAIN AND MAIL SERVICE ON THE LINE OF THE CANADIAN NORTHERN 
ONTARIO RAILWAY. 


Judgment Chief Commissioner Drayton, February 19, 1915: 


A resolution was passed by the County Council of the County of Prince Edward 
protesting against changes which the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company 
had made in its running timetable. The matter has been investigated and can now be 
dealt with. 

The Canadian Northern, by its timetable effective December 14, 1914, started its 
morning train No. 12 out of Toronto at 10.20 a.m. instead of 8.20 a.m. ‘The train, 
therefore, does not reach Trenton until 1.30 p.m, instead of 11.30 a.m. as formerly. 

The connection that the county council is interested in is the Picton connection, 
operated by the same railway company. ‘Lhe former train left Trenton for Picton at 
11.55 am. In view of the changed time of the Toronto train, the train now leaves at 
1.35 p.m., or one hour and forty-five minutes later. 

The morning mail is carried on the Grand Trunk train from the west arriving 
on train at 10.46 a.m. It was formerly taken to Picton on the 11.55 a.m. train, but 
now, of course, has to be taken by the later train leaving at 1.35 p.m. Under the old 
train service, the morning mail would arrive at 1.05 p.m., and now arrives at 2.45 
p.m., or one hour and forty minutes later. It does not appear, however, that the more 
important mail service is interfered with at all. The heavy mail would appear to be 
earried on the Grand Trunk night train arriving in Trenton at midnight. The night 
mail from the east arrives at Trenton at 2.34 a.m.; and the train of the Canadian 
Northern leaving at 7.20 a.m., arriving at Picton at 8.30 a.m., therefore provides for 
mail arriving from both the east and west. There may, of course, be mail from some 
points picked up on the morning train, and although relatively unimportant to the 
larger movement, the company has been asked to justify why the change has been made. 

The company points out that the Canadian Pacific runs morning trains out 
of Toronto at 9 and 9.20, and the Grand Trunk at 9 o’clock; and that, running a 
train on their line at 10.20 instead of 8.20 is a convenience to the travelling public, 
as it enables a connection to be made at the East Don with a train from the north 
(from Orillia and other intermediate points), and in addition enables passengers 
arriving in Toronto on the Grand Trunk 10.05 train to proceed east without delay. 

Under all the circumstances, public convenience does not demand an order 
restoring the former timetable. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioner McLean concurred. 


NAPANEE AND DESERONTO TRAIN SERVICE. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, February 19, 1915: 


A complaint was made by the Deseronto Board of Trade in March, 1914, that 
the Bay of Quinte Railway (a railway now ‘controlled by the Canadian Northern 
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Railway Company, and hereinafter referred to as “the Canadian Northern”), dis- 
continued its connection with the Grand Trunk night express from east and west 
at Napanee, causing inconvenience to the travelling public and delays to mails and 
express. This connection was one of some thirty years’ standing. 

The board immediately took up the question with the railway company. The 
company showed that, on an average, the trains in question carried but two or three 
passengers; and that, owing to the additional fact that the Canadian Northern was 
running a through train service itself from Toronto, the company was amply justified 
in discontinuing the service. 

Ihe board directed that the service should be reinstated until the whole question 
could be looked into and consideration given to the effect of the change which would 
be brought about in the loeal situation by the completion and operation of the Cana- 
dian Northern line from Toronto to Ottawa. 

In October, 1914, the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s Ottawa-Toronto 
line being in operation, the particular connection in question with the Grand Trunk 
was stopped, the Canadian Northern naturally desiring to obtain the benefit of what- 
ever through business there might ‘be. 

A complaint was then made by the town of Deseronto, stating that:— 


“Until about a year ago, the service performed by the Canadian Northern 
Railway was satisfactory; but since then it has not been so satisfactory, and 
on Monday last a new timetable was put in effect completely cutting us off 
from Grand Trunk connections unless by waiting at Napanee for some hours, 
except in two cases, when, if the trains are on time, a connection is made.” 


The complaint also pointed out that, in giving this service, the railway company 
had acted under the agreement made with the municipality, and a copy of the agree- 
ment was forwarded. 

The agreement in question is dated December 19, 1881, and is between the Bay 
of Quinte Railway Company and the village of Deseronto (now the town of Deser- 
onto). 

Under the agreement, the railway company was to operate the railway for the 
carriage of passengers and freight between the Grand Trunk Railway of Canada and 
the village of Deseronto as fully and effectually as the business in and out of Deser- 
onto, in the judgment of the railway company, would warrant or sustain; and that no 
greater rate than 25 cents should be charged any passenger each way over the railway. 
The agreement seems to be entirely against the municipality instead of one 
applying for its benefit. The whole effect of it seems to be that the service is merely 
to be that kind of service which, in the judgment of the railway company, is war- 
ranted; so that the whole question of service is left in the hands of the railway com- 
pany. The question, however, should not be so considered at all, but should be con- 
sidered merely from the standpoint as to what service, having regard to the demands 
of traffic, the railway company, in the public interest, should be called upon by this 
board to maintain. 

The question of railway connection was investigated by an officer of the board, 
from whose investigation it is apparent that connections at Napanee between the 
Canadian Northern train No. 12 and the Grand Trunk train No. 14 had been 
frequently missed. So as to improve the service and connection, the Canadian 
‘Northern undertook that its train No. 12 should arrive at Napanee at 12.35 p.m. 
instead of 12.40. The Grand Trunk train No. 14 being due to arrive at Napanee at 

12.46 p-m. It was thought this would afford ample time in which to make the trans- : 
fer. The connection, however, even under the new arrangement, not being entirely 
satisfactory (and sometimes missed), under the later timetable, the Canadian Northern 
train now arrives at Napanee at 11.20 a.m. This is a decided improvement on the 
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service, as it enables connection to be made not only with the Grand Trunk express, 
but also with the Grand Trunk local leaving Napanee at 11.49. 

The railway company also undertook that eastbound train No. 74 would make 
connections at Napanee with Grand Trunk eastbound No. 32. The effect of this was 
to give the people from Deseronto a local train: service on the Grand Trunk as far 
east as Brockville, and afforded them a connection which previously did not exist. 

A copy of the report was sent the complainants, who subsequently advised the 
board that the Canadian Northern had made the situation worse than ever by cutting 
off entirely the train leaving Deseronto (for Toronto), about 6 a.m., and the train 
arriving at Deseronto (from Toronto), at about 9.30 p.m. with the result that the 
town was left with only two trains going west on the main line, one at 3.10 a.m., which 
was frequently useless, and the other at 4.40 in the afternoon; and only two trains 
going east, one at 12.25 p.m., and the other at 3.10 a.m. 

The case was set down for hearing at the sitting of the board held in Toronto on 
the 11th of December, 1914. 

At the hearing, the position taken by the Company was that the service given was 
everything that traffic could possibly demand, and as a matter of fact was a much 
better service than the old Bay of Quinte had ever given Napanee or Deseronto, owing 
to the fact of the eastern and western connections given by the Canadian Northern 
to Toronto and Ottawa. 

The company also showed, in so far as the Grand Trunk connection for Montreal 
was concerned, which was a connection particularly insisted upon by the town that, 
the Canadian Northern train leaving Deseronto at 7.15 in the morning arrived at 
Napanee at 7.35. The first Grand Trunk train leaving this point for the east is the 
local for Kingston, Gananoque, and Brockville, which leaves eight minutes after, or 
at 7.43 am., the next train being the day express to Montreal, is scheduled to leave 
Napanee at 12.46 p.m. This same train would also make connections, although not — 
very satisfactory, with Grand Trunk westerly points as the Grand Trunk local train 
for Toronto leaves Napanee at 10.27 a.m. The next train that the company relied on 
as giving efficient service was their 11:05 am. train arriving at Napanee at 11.20, 
which has been already referred to. The next train to Napanee leaves Deseronto at 
2.30 p.m. arriving at Napanee at 2.45 p.m. This train does not seem to serve any — 
Grand Trunk connection. The fourth and ast train leaves Deseronto at 3.10 in the © 
morning, arriving in Napanee at 3.25. This, again, does not make any Grand Trunk ~ 
connection, and is the night train for Ottawa. 4 

At the hearing, the municipality had not a schedule prepared which they would © 
like adopted, but stated that they were most anxious to have a train leaving Deseronto — 
in the evening about six and arriving about eight, so that people coming in from the © 
west, leaving Toronto at two, and those coming from Brockville and the east could © 
make close connections with Deseronto. 

No estimate at all was given as to the number of people likely to be accommo=- — 
dated; but, on the other hand, the railway company claimed that the earnings of some 
of the trains were as low as eight cents per train mile. Bi 

Judgment was reserved for the purpose of considering the train schedule and of © 
checking the earnings. . 

The chief operating officer of the board, who checked the train receipts, now — 
reports that, when the transfer trains were run between Deseronto and Napanee, : 
the train making the midnight trip earned 8 cents per mile on an average for the 
period of nine months from September, 1913, to May, 1914; and the train making the 
evening trips earned 17 cents and 15 cents per train mile. These earnings, of course, 
are abnormally low; but while they represent the whole of the passenger earnings, 
undoubtedly earnings were obtained from freight handled on the same train by the 
company. The operating officer, however, further reports that, for some time past, 
there has not been sufficient business to warrant a freight movement between Deseronto 
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and Napanee, and that the passenger traffic has dropped off to a very small amount. 
The actual cost of giving a passenger service between Deseronto and Napanee 
would approximate 80 cents per train mile, not including any al'owance for overhead 
charges. 

Under the circumstances, it is impossible to make any order, but although the 
business has dropped off very materially, and the earnings are extremely low, the 
present service must not be further reduced. 


Commissioner MeLean concurred, 


APPLICATION OF THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY TO CARRY TWO ADDITIONAL TRACKS 
ACROSS GREENE AVENUE, IN THE CITY OF WESTMOUNT. 


Judgment Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr, February 19, 1915: 


The Canadian Pacific Railway Company has two tracks leading to its Windsor 
street station, which are carried over Greene avenue by a bridge. To increase its 
facilities the company desires to lay two more tracks; one each side of the existing 
tracks. Where the tracks cross Greene avenue the distance will be 13 feet from the 
centre of the existing northerly track to the centre of the new track which the com- 
pany desires to construct on the north. P 

Prospect street para!lels the railway and runs into Greene avenue at right angles 
just north of the railway company’s bridge over Greene avenue. 

The two new tracks which the company desires to construct will be laid upon its 
Own property, with the exception of a small triangular piece of land at the southeast 
corner of Greene avenue and Prospect street. This strip of land at its widest point is 
12 féet, and its length from Greene avenue to where it runs out at the company’s pro- 
perty is 86 feet 9 inches. The triangular piece of property which the company desires 
to acquire is not a part of Prospect street, but it is a portion of a flower bed dedicated 
for park purposes and now owned by the city of Westmount. On the other side of 
Prospect street from the Canadian Pacifie Railway property and the flower bed, a 
distance of about 100 feet from the northeast corner of Greene avenue and Prospect 
street, is the residence of Mr. Mann. He protested very strongly to the board that the 
granting of the railway comnany’s application would be the cause of much damage to 
his property. A similar position was taken by the owners of the two residences im- 
mediately adjoining Mr. Mann’s property on the east. : 

Counsel who appeared for the land owners contended that under section 235 of the 
Railway Act as amended by section 6 of chapter 22 of the Statutes of 1911, the board 
had power to make it a condition of the granting of the railway company’s application 
that it should compensate the land owners for the damage they will suffer by having 
an additional track 13 feet nearer their property than the nearest existing track. 
The language of the section in question, as amended, reads as follows :— 


lie.. “Subject to the company making such compensation to adjacent or abutting 

land owners as the board deems proper the railway of the company may be 
carried upon along or across an existing highway, upon leave therefor having 
been first obtained from the board, etc.” 


In addition to hearing the evidence and argument at the sittings of the board in 
Montreal, I visited the property in question and examined the proposed location of the 
lew track on the ground. The new tracks will not be carried along Prospect street 
tt all. The damage which the land owners claim they will suffer will they say be 
tom smoke, noise, and vibration from trains on the new track on the railway com- 
lany’s property on the opposite side of Prospect street. This may, or may not, be a 
ause of damage to the land owners. If it is a cause of damage, it is not such damage 
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as this board has power to redress. If the railway ran along Prospect street and used 
part of the street as its railway, the objector’s claim would of course be much stronger. 
In Fort William the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company applied to the board 
to be allowed to carry its tracks along Hardisty street in that city for several blocks. 
The tracks were to be put right on the highway and their existence would interfere 
with vehicular traffic on the street. In that case the board granted the application, — 
on condition that compensation for damages sustained by reason of the location of the 
railway along the street, be paid by the railway company. (Order 16589; May 20, © 
1912; File 1519.) But the present case is different. The railway will not be carried 
upon or along Prospect street at all. That street is untouched by the railway. tg 
cannot be said that the taking of the small triangular piece off the flower bed—which | 
is not a part of Prospect street—could be construed as the carrying of the railway © 
upon or along Prospect street. ; 
The railway crosses Greene avenue overhead. The additional tracks will be on— 
practically the same grade as the existing tracks. Greene avenue is not injured and 
is unchanged, except for a slight variation in its grade, which is unimportant. The 
crossing of Greene avenue by the new tracks will be more than 100 feet away from 
Mr. Mann’s residence. The new track will be closer than that to Mr. Mann’s house 
where it is on the Canadian Pacifie Railway property across Prospect street. Under 
these circumstances, I do not think the board would be justified in ordering compensa- ~ 
tion to the land owners objecting. 
It is undoubtedly, in the public interest to permit the railway company to provide 
the additional trackage as an entrance to its Windsor street station, and I therefore 
think the application of the. railway should be granted. . 
Deputy, Chief Commissioner Nantel and Commissioner McLean concurred. 


\ 


COMPLAINT OF W. S. BILTON, OF NEWBORO, ONTARIO, AGAINST EXCESSIVE FREIGHT CHARGES 
ON A OAR OF COAL SHIPPED FROM OGDENSBURG, N.Y., TO NEWBORO, ONTARIO, VIA FERRY} 
AT PRESCOTT. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, February 20, 1915 :— 


This complaint is made by Mr. W. S. Bilton of Newboro, Ont., against the rates 
on coal from Ogdensburg, New York, to Newboro, Ont. ; 
Coal moves by ferry from Ogdensburg, N.Y., to Prescott. It is there switched 
to the Grand Trunk connection and carried by the Grand Trunk to Lyn, a distance 
of sixteen miles. From Lyn to Newboro the movement is over the Canadian Northern, 
a distance of 35 miles. q 
No joint rate to cover this traffic has ever been filed by the railway companies. 
The ferry appears to be operated by the Prescott and Ogdensburg Ferry Com- 
pany, Limited. It has been said that the ferry is really a Canadian Pacific property, 
and that it is operated by that company; but this is denied by the Canadian Pacific. 
In any event, not much objection can be taken to its rate, which was stated at 
the hearing to be about 18 cents—being actually more like 20 cents—per gross tom 
The 20-cent rate for ferriage, amounting, as it does, to about nine-tenths of a cent 
per 100, compares very favourably with the charge of the government ferry across the: 
Strait of Canso, which is 13 cents per 100 pounds; so it would not appear reasonable 
to disturb this rate. 
It was stated at the hearing that the Grand Trunk absorbed the interswitching 
charge from the ferry to its track at Prescott; and the Grand Trunk’s rate, as shown) 
by its special mileage coal tariff for this distance, is 60 cents. That company, hov 
ever, recognizing that the movement is a through movement, has reduced its rate t 
56 cents per gross ton. At the 60-cent rate per net ton, the ordinary charge per gro 
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ton would be 674 cents; and the reduction of 113 cents, as the Grand Trunk’s con- 
tribution to the neoush rate, seems fair and reasonable. 

The Canadian Northern special mileage coal tariff is identical with that of the 
Grand Trunk; and on this mileage tariff, the Canadian Northern has been charging 
80 cents per net ton, making no reduction i in view of the through movement. 

I am of the pinion that an order should be made directing the companies to 
agree upon and file a joint tariff to apply on coal from Prescott to all points on that 
portion of the Canadian Northern line formerly known as the Brockville, Westport, 
and Sault Ste. Marie Railway. The Grand Trunk’s proportion of this joint tariff 
may reasonably be left as it is; and corresponding reductions must be made by the 
Canadian Northern in its local tariffs, so as to provide proper through rates, having 
regard to mileage in each case. 

Deputy Chief Commissioner Nantel and Commissioners McLean and Goodeve 
concurred. 


COMPLAINT OF FERNIE-FORT STEELE BREWING COMPANY OF FERNIE, B.C., RE HEATED CAR SER-~ 
VICE SUPPLIED BY THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, February 20, 1915: 


This complaint is mace by the Fernie-Fort Steele Brewing Company, of Fernie 
B.C., and refers to the heated car service supplied by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company. 

The question is an old one, this same company having made a similar complaint 
in December of 1913. The board then took the question up with the railway com- 
pany, with the result that an arrangement was made between the parties and the 
complaint was withdrawn by letter of January 7, 1914. 

Similar complaint was made about the same time by the Elk Valley Brewing 
Company of Michel, B.C., which was also withdrawn. 

Complaint was renewed by the Fernie-Fort Steele Brewing Company this winter, 
and was made as a result of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s car service cir- 
cular No. 16, addressed to agents, yardmasters, conductors, shippers and consignees, 
page 3, paragraph 1, section (f), of which states that “No heated cars will be loaded 
or operated when outside temperature is zero or lower or during stormy weather.” 
The applicants complained that this rule would “practically” stop their business in 
the winter months, especially in “the Prairie provinces, where the weather was liable 
to be below zero for weeks at a time.” 

Under the company’s car service circular No. 12, dated November 10, 1913, and 
similarly addressed, station agents and others were advised under paragraph 1, section . 
(f), that no heated cars would be loaded or operated when outside temperatures were 
10 below zero or lower or during stormy weather. The heated car service referred to 


‘in this circular was one which the company held out as available up to December 31, 


1913. 
It will be es that the circular which is the immediate cause of the present 


complaint changes the former regulation, instructions being that heated cars will not 
be loaded or operated when the temperature is zero or lower. 


Section No. 2 of the last circular is as follows:— 


“ Shippers are requested not to offer for furtherance such freight 4s beer, 
fruit, etc., which is liable to be easily damaged by frost during extremely cold 
or stormy weather when the temperature is such that it precludes the possibility 
of goods arriving at destination in good condition. Should there be any doubt 
as to the operation of schedule during such weather, shippers should telephone 
local freight agent for information as to whether the shipments will be 


accepted. 
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“ Agents must suspend loading of heated line cars when outside temperature 
ig zero or lower. Extremely cold or stormy weather interferes with the opera- 
tion of train service and increases the hazard of delay in transit.” 


The service is again limited to the 31st of December, with the same exception as 
ig contained in the former circular applying to shipments of 12,000 pounds or over 
offered for forwarding to points between two consecutive divisional points, as for 
example, between Winnipeg and Brandon, or between Brandon and Broadview. - 

As the circular filed, bearing tariff No. W. 3302, provides for this heated refrige- 
rator car service entirely at owner’s risk, and in view of the provisions of the bill of 
lading and the freight classification, I was unable to understand why there should 
be any limitation as to temperature or as to time, and the matter has been taken up 
with the company. 

The-company’s position is that the traffic is one which they do not desire, and that 
the reason why the limited service was put in was to accommodate Christmas holiday 
trade, and they further point out that the courts have not given full effect to the 
owner’s risk clause, but on the other hand have thrown upon the company the onus 
of showing that the cars were kept properly heated, not only at the time of loading but 
in transit, and while unloading takes place. Statistics were asked for which would 
illustrate the results of the traftic, bearing in mind the manner in which local courts, 
administering petty court jurisdiction have dealt with the question of the company’s 
liability. 

The results show that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company received a revenue 
of $1,171.89, but have paid out on claims for damage by frost no less than $2,134.52 
for the season. The question is, of course, confined to the L.C.L. movement. This 
movement means that the car may have to be opened at different stations “en route” 
for the purpose of delivering portions of its load. The railway company says that with 
the low temperature obtaining it is impossible to open the car from time to time and 
avoid freezing beer and other perishable commodities. The results of the business 
would seem to entirely justify the position which the company takes. On the other 
hand, if shippers want to take the chance and are desirous of making shipments, I do 
not see why they should not be allowed to do so, and why effect should not be given to 
the terms of the bills of lading. It seems to me to be manifestly in the interests of the 
shippers that they should be entitled to do business if they desire to take the chances; 
and so as to provide for the traffic I am of the opinion that the company should be 
obliged to accept shipments of the kind in question, subject to the stipulation that the 
shipper must sign a release waiving all claim for frost damages unless he can first 
prove that the heating appliances which the cars are supposed to be sunplied with were 
’ in fact missing. The release should also contain a further exception which will cover 
the ease of damage by frost occurring by reason of fires in the heaters going out as 4 
result of the negligence of any of the employees of the railway company; but the 
damages recoverable in such instances should be limited to one-half the sum of the 
freight tolls charged on the shipment in question. J would limit the damages in this 
way by reason of the actual experience of the company in regard to the manner in 
which the courts have construed the “ owner’s risk” provisions of the bill of lading 
and freight classification. The provision suggested does not provide for any prope! 
damages to the shipper but as already pointed out, the railway companies do not want 
the traffic, state that it is impossible to safely carry it, and that the damages result 
from causes which it is impossible to control. It is quite clear that weather conditions 
often make it impossible to eliminate damage, a condition which seems to have beet 
entirely overlooked in the manner in which claims against the company have been deali 
with by the courts. It would be entirely unfair to put the company in the position 
of insuring against loss, and the only reason I adopt the further exception to th 
release is that some incentive should be thrown upon the company to observe all du 
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diligence in protecting the shipments against frost. The possibility of loss of one- 
half of the earnings on the traffic should be sufficient to insure that the carrier will do 
whatever he can do to reduce frost losses as much as possible. It is impossible to 
compel the railway to accept business of this class, and at the same time to protect 
the shipper to a greater extent. 

The regulations and practices which this judgment will make effective are novel 
and may be regarded as experimental. 

The complaints as to the service in question are practically confined to the Fernie- 
Fort Steel Brewing Company and the Elk Valley Brewing Company. I would, there- 
fore, limit any order which may be issued carrying this judgment into effect to ship- 
ments of these companies and any others that may apply for the same service ‘during 
the next winter season, at the close of which the practical utility or uselessness of the 
service will have been demonstrated one way or the other. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


PAVING OF SYNDICATE AVENUE SUBWAY, FORT WILLIAM, ONT. 


Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr, February 22, 1915:— 


The Canadian Pacific Railway Company applies to the board for an order direct- 
ing the city of Fort William to pave the subway known as Syndicate Avenue Subway, 
which affords a means of access from Syndicate avenue to the water front at Fort 
William. 

There has not been a hearing before the board in this matter; but as both parties 
have put in a submission in writing, and as the facts are not in dispute, I think the 
matter is now ripe for judgment. 

The subway was built by the railway company pursuant to an agreement made 
between the company and the city, dated June 28, 1911. Clause 1 of the agreement 
reads as follows :— 


“1. The company will within two years from the date hereof, subject to 
the approval of the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada, construct, 
complete and maintain (except as to the pavement thereof and drainage there- 
for, which are to be made and provided by the city), a subway suitable for 
pedestrian and vehicular traffic under the company’s tracks at a point between 
the productions easterly of the south limit of Ridgeway street and of the face 
of the northeasterly wall of the company’s Fort Wiliam Union passenger 
station, and upon the completion of the said subway (including the work to 
be performed by the city as herein provided) will dedicate the roadway and 
footway therein as a public highway and will provide and dedicate for public 
highway purposes strips of land of the width of the said subway as follows :— 

“(a) Extending from Syndicate avenue or Ridgeway street to the north- 
easterly end of the said subway; and (b) extending from the southeasterly end | 
of the said subway to a line drawn at right angles to the said subway and 
approximately fifty feet distant from the water’s edge of the Kaministiquia 
river; and (c) from the last mentioned strip southwesterly to the limits of 
property owned by the company opposite the end of the street or highway 
known as Front street; the said three strips of land with the roadway and foot- 
way of the subway to form one continuous highway from Syndicate avenue or 
Ridgeway street to Front street, and which continuous highway is hereinafter 
referred to as the ‘substituted highway.’ The city shall provide and construct 
the drainage and pavement for the said substituted highway, including the 
portion thereof comprising the roadway and footway in the said subway, and 
shall thereafter maintain the said substituted highway as part of its streets. 
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And the company shall at all times have the right to construct, maintain and 
operate its railway and tracks, including any additional tracks which may 
hereafter be required, over such subway and highway thereunder so estab- 
lished. The said subway shall be not less than forty and not more than fifty 
feet in width and with a headway of not less than 10 and not more than 
11 feet under the tracks, and shall, in other particulars, subject to the approval 
of the said board, be in accordance with such plans and specifications as the — 
company may determine.” 


The plans of the proposed subway were approved of by Order No. 16990, dated 
July 8, 1912. 

By letter, dated August 29, 1912, the board was notified by the railway company 
that the subway would shortly be ready for paving, but that the city had made no 
preparations for doing the work, and that it stated that it did not propose to do 
anything until it received a deed of the right of way. That letter was brought to the 
attention of the city, and by letter dated September 26, 1912, signed by the city clerk, 
the board was notified that the city council at a meeting held on September 24 had 
passed the following resolution :— 


“That the solicitor and city engineer be instructed to take such steps as 
are necessary to carry out the agreement of the Canadian Pacifie Railway 
respecting Syndicate avenue subway, and report back to council as soon as 
possible.” 


In that letter we also advised :— 


“Tt is the intention of council to get a report as to the nature of the paving 
and the actual cost, and the solicitor will draw the necessary by-law for the 
raising of money necessary to carry out the work.” 


Upon the board inquiring of the municipality what progress had been made — 
towards the paving of the subway, the city clerk wrote the secretary on May 29, 1913, — 
as follows :— 


“T may state in reply that our present engineer has prepared plans and 
specifications for the paving of this subway, and we hope shortly to be able to 
eall for tenders for the construction of the work. . 

“ The work has been held up until this late date on account of the Canadian 
Pacific railway not being ready for us to go ahead.” ‘ 


By letter, dated July 4, 1914, His Worship the Mayor wrote the Chief Commis- 


sioner as follows :— . 


“The city council of 1912 entered into an agreement with the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company to pave the subway from Syndicate avenue to the © 
river frontage near the Union depot. 

“The subway is completed and we find ourselves in the unfortunate posi- 
tion that we cannot carry out our part of the agreement as we have no means 
of issuing debentures to cover this work. At the time the railway company 
petitioned your board for permission to build the subway you were not asked to 
consider the apportioning of the cost. 

“Will you kindly advise whether it would be possible for your board to 
order the city to pave the subway as their portion of the entire work. If this 
is possible I will be glad to send resolution of council giving the consent of the 
city to carry out this work. 

“ Trusting to have favourable reply.” 
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To that letter the following reply was sent:— 


“T have your letter of the 4th instant. 

“The file I find is in the West with our engineer. 

“Tt seems to me, however, that if the town has agreed to pave the subway, 
and has no objection to an order being made implementing its agreement go as 
to avoid the cost of submitting a by-law to the ratepayers, no one could raise 
any objection to the order.” 


On an application from the railway company for permission to open the subway 
for traftic, the board’s engineer, Mr. Drury, in a report dated July 10, 1914, reports 
in part as follows :— 


“T found that the work so far as the railway company was concerned has 
been constructed according to plan and is in good order. 

“T would, therefore, recommend that the railway company be allowed to 
use and operate the subway for the carriage of traffic. 

“ However, on inspection of the subway I found that the city had not 
paved the subway, which, as I understand it, they should do according to agree- 
ment. This, however, does not prevent the railway company from using the 
bridge for the carriage of traffic. 

“TI took the matter up with Mr. Knight as to the paving (Mr. Knight 
being the city engineer), and he intimated that the city would be pleased to 
secure an order from the board directing the city to proceed with the work of 
paving the subway, as in order for the city to proceed with the work it would 
be necessary for them to get a mandate from the people or secure an order from 
the board. 

“I might say that foot passengers use the subway at present as the side- 
walk which is constructed of concrete is some fect higher than that of the 
driveway.” 


The board by Order No. 22259 of the 28rd of July, 1914, authorized the railway 
company to use and operate the bridge which carried its railway over the subway in 
question. 

At a sitting of the board in Fort William, on December 16 last, we heard the 
application of the Fort William Board of Trade for better facilities for local freight 
at Fort William. On that day we visited the Canadian Pacific Railway freight shed 
on the water front and the subway in question. It is quite apparent that much 
improved freight facilities than those now enjoyed could be afforded Fort William jf 
the subway was paved so as to provide vehicular access to the western end of the freight 
shed. 

In its answer to this application Fort William contends that the agreement was 
one which the council had no authority to make without the approval of the ratepayers 
under the provisions of the Municipal Act. This agreement, it is stated, was sub- 
mitted to the ratepayers at the last municipal election when the same was not con- 
firmed; the vote being 715 for and 888 against confirmation of the agreement. The 
city submits therefore, that it is not bound by the agreement. 

It is also submitted by the city that as the subway was not erected on a highway, 
‘but solely on the property of the railway company, that the board has no jurisdiction 
to order the city to pay any of the cost thereof. ans 

As far as the agreement is. concerned, while it may not be legally binding on the 
municipality, it is not necessary that there should be any agreement to give this board 
authority to make the order applied for. 

With regard to the point taken by the city that, as this subway was not built on a 
city street that it is not a highway, and that therefore the board has no power to 
order the city to pay a portion of the cost; I would like to point out that while there 
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may not have been a street on the exact line of the subway there has been a dedication 
to the public of a highway through the subway by the railway company and an accept- 
ance of it by the municipality. The dedication and acceptance are, in my opinion, 
clearly evidenced by the agreement. While because of the strict requirements of the 
Municipal Act the city may not be in a position to be compelled by legal proceedings 
to carry out its agreeemnt to pave the subway in an action by the C.P.R. in the courts 
of the province, the agreement may certainly be taken as an acceptance by the muni- 
cipality of a highway through the subway. In addition to this the highway through 
the subway may be taken to be a diversion authorized by the board of an existing 
way of communication from Syndicate avenue to the water front. This way of 
communication was a bridge to convey pedestrian travel across the property of the 
railway company from a point on the north side of the tracks to the water front. This 
bridge was some distance east of the present subway. After an accident happened in 
connection with the bridge, Mr. Drury, the board’s assistant engineer, reported on ity 
on January 19, 1911, as follows:— 
“J am of the opinion that owing to the dangerous condition of this bridge 
to the employees of the railway; also to the foot passengers using this bridge 
that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company should be asked to remove the 
overhead bridge and construct by May 15, 1911, an overhead bridge at or near 
the same point. The bridge to have sufficient side clearance from the rail of the 
upright supports. Also the bridge to have the required overhead clearance; or, 
if the company so desire, to construct a foot passenger subway at or near the 
point of the present overhead bridge.” 
Upon that report being brought to the attention of the railway company, Mr. 
Beatty in a letter dated March 7, 1911, stated :— 
“ We have no objection to taking down this bridge in accordance with Mr. 
Drury’s recommendation as soon as the subway which we propose to build 
slightly east of our new station building at Fort William is completed.” 
“ Ouch a subway will render unnecessary any overhead bridge or subway 
on the site of the present overhead bridge.” 
Subsequent to that, the agreement with Fort William was made, the present sub- 
way constructed, and the old bridge taken down. . 
Under these circumstances, I come to the conclusion that the way through the 
subway is a public highway ; and, that under the Railway Act this board has power 
to order the city of Fort William to contribute to the cost of the subway. 
Tt is in the interests of the safety and convenience of the public that this subway 
should be completed, and I have no hesitation in saying that I think the city of Fort 
William should contribute towards the cost of the work. I think a suitable contri- 
bution would be the paving of the subway; and, I therefore suggest that an order 
should go accordingly; the work to be completed by the first of August next. 
Under the provisions of section 289, subsection (f), the municipal council may, 
with the approval of the Ontario Railway and Municipal Board raise the money by 
debenture. necessary to carry out this work without having to submit the matter to 
the electors, or without the necessity of special legislation. 
The Chief Commissioner Drayton and Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


APPLICATION OF THE CANADIAN NORTHERN ONTARIO RAILWAY COMPANY TO CROSS MONKLAN 
BOULEVARD, IN THE TOWN OF CARTIERVILLE, QUE., IN THE COUNTY OF JACQUES CARTIER 
QUE. 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, February 28, 1915: 


Application is made by the QGanadian Northern Ontario Railway Company t 
eross Monkland Boulevard, in the town of Gartierville, by a grade crossing. 
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At the hearing, representations were made on behalf of the town of Cartierville, 
the town of St. Laurent, the Union Land Corporation, the D. J. McAnulty Realty 
Company, and the city of Montreal. 

The city was interested as to the question of proper re-enforcement of the sewer 
on Monkland Boulevard, which the city had constructed, it being represented that the 
crossing of the boulevard by the railway company would necessitate such re-enforce- 
ment. ‘The other parties applicant were desirous of having the track of the railway 
elevated at this point, so that the highway traffic might be carried along the existing 
highway level, and protection afforded by means of grade separation. 

The Canadian Northern tunnel, which is a double track structure and which is 
to be electrically operated, is three and one-third miles east of Monkland Boulevard. 
The eastern end of the Cartierville yard is 3,100 feet west of Monkland Boulevard. 
On account of the nature of the operation of the tunnel, the traffic between the tunnel 
and the Cartierville yard will be operated by electricity. Further, on account of 
the double track construction of the tunnel it will be necessary to continue the double 
tracking to the yard. 

Whether the crossing is constructed at grade or whether there is grade separation, 
there is involved a common distance of one mile, from mileage 47-4 to mileage 48-4. 

The cost of a mile at low grade, i.e., with the grade crossing, has been checked 
out by the Chief Engineer of the Board, with the following result, this being for 
double track construction :— 


Item. Unit. Quantity. Price. Cost. 

Pee SUL EN ee ee On BE ke) 
Trainfilling from trestle.. .. .. ..cub. yds. 14,000 $0 40 $ 5,600 
AURIS OAver 0 CET AN pyre A ea as 53,000 ONS2 27,560 
Steel bridging excavation... .. .. fey 800 ORS 225 
CONCTELC Mat My Hamil to. cBedsh aioe i Me 450 8 00 3,600 
ECOL Rieti mere cards hye iia tat eta wT Ten 144,000 0 05 7,200 
A emia PR VR Frag ci ha a aft. ARES MO oat ey Ald Valet 


eee eae 


$44,185 

As this portion of the line is to be electrically operated, provision must be made 
for pedestals for the posts to support the overhead work; this will add $13,500 to the 
above figures. 

If the grade separation is made so as to give a clearance of 15 feet by 50 at Monk- 
land Boulevard, the cost of the work between the given mileages already referred CON 
and including the necessary work at Monkland Boulevard will be as set out in the 
following table :— 


Item. Unit. Quantity. Price. Cost. 

SNGIOG OL. THASIONS soon, ge Maka, eee enh otal ity 2,300 $6 00 $13,800 
Trainfilling from trestle... .. .. ..cub. yds. 90,000 0 40 36,000 
NG HACIT ee ey geo aa ied ee Sa 75,000 0 52 89,000 
Steel bridging excavation... .. .. ~ 800 0 75 600 
CONCLAVE MEE tate ekd tele ese tate e 1,650 8 00 13,200 
Ue Clee Meter ter Pee auf eran tn Gia bere Ow eee DDS: 210,000 0 05 10,500 
BUTI C Tee TOMES Ae) chet) iin At Senet St Bes BRS) CM aba UR a Oo i eae 480 
$113,580 


To this must be added, on account of the electrical operation of the road, for the 
same reason as given in connection with the electrical operation of the low grade 
line, $22,500; that ‘is to say, between the low grade line and the high grade line: there 
is in round numbers a difference of $78,900. 

Under existing conditions of traffic, the board would not be justified in directing 
at such an expense the grade separation at the present time. With changed condi- 
tions, the question of the appropriate method of protection is a matter which can 
be raised by the parties interested; and the action now taken is without prejudice to 
their rights in connection with any application they may desire to make, 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Deputy Chief Commissioner Nantel 
concurred. 


/ 
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COMPLAINT OF T. H. PATRICK OF SOURIS, MANITOBA, AGAINST THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY 
COMPANY REFUSING TO PLACE CARS ON THE SIDING RUNNING INTO HIS LUMBER YARD AT 
SOURIS, MAN., WHICH SIDING WAS CONSTRUCTED) UNDER AGREEMENT MADE BETWEEN 
HIM AND THE COMPANY OF DATE JULY 20, 1905. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayron, February 26, 1915: 


An application has been made by Mr. T. H. Patrick for an order of the board 
directing the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to continue the service hitherto 
afforded the applicant over the spur leading up to and into his lumber yard at Souris. 

This spur appears to have been laid under an agreement entered into between 
the company and the applicant, dated July 20, 1905. 

The construction of the spur was authorized by order of the board No. 3203. 

The spur serving the applicant does not run to the company’s line but is 
constructed from the spur which has already been laid to the McCullough and 
Herriot mill. 

The agreement is an agreement drawn under the usual form of the Canadian 
Pacific under which a rental amounting to $19.75 is to be paid by the applicant to the 
company. The applicant is also bound to pay the company all costs of signals, signal- 
men, and other like expenses at any time incurred by reason of the use of the siding 
by the applicant; and also all costs and expenses incurred by the railway company~in 
maintaining and keeping the siding in good repair and condition, clear of snow and 
open for traffic. 

The present difficulty arises owing to the fact that it has been necessary for the 
company to expend money in maintaining the mill spur, which is used for the purpose 
of placing cars on the applicant’s spur over which the applicant’s cars have to pass. 
The railway company has billed the applicant for one-half the cost, and the applicant 
has refused to pay the bill. On this refusal the company has declined to continue 
to serve the spur, treating its maintenance as maintenance which is payable by the 
company under the agreement. 

On taking the matter up with the railway company the railway company points 
out that it has not sought to charge the applicant with one-half of the cost of main- 
taining the whole mill spur; but merely that part of the mill spur which is used 
jointly by the applicant and the mill-owners; that the mill-owners naturally object to 
paying the whole cost of maintenance; and that it is only reasonable and just that the 
cost should be apportioned half and half as the company now claims. 

Mr. Patrick also claims that the railway company uses the mill spur itself for 
switching when placing cars on the loaded spur which branches off the mill spur on the 
main line. The company states that it is a f4ct that a small part of the mill spur 
and the loading spur is used for switching purposes, but that all that Mr. Patrick is 
asked to do is to bear a portion of the rental and maintenance charges of the mill 
spur from the point at which the grain loading spur leaves it to the point from which 
his spur is constructed, marked “B” on the blue print, so that the latter question 
raised by Mr. Patrick has no bearing on the issue. 

The parties were asked for a statement showing the respective use of that part of 
the mill switch in question. Mr. Patrick stated that he unloaded about 135 cars on 
his switch in 1914. He had no statistics as to movements on the mill switch, but 
thought that they were much greater, his estimate being that they were three times 
as many. 

The company’s actual returns for cars placed on the applicant’s spur, however, 
amounts to 154. These cars were all loaded, no loaded cars being lifted from his spur 
For mill purposes during the same period, 208 loaded cars were carried over the spur 
for the mill and 358 loaded cars lifted from the spur. 

The agreement is an agreement which is terminable at any particular time 0 
two months’ notice, and irrespective at all of any question of rights of the compan 
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to discontinue the service and of the applicant to obtain a forced service under 
section 226 of the Act. It would seem to me that the fair and reasonable thing to 
be done is that the maintenance of that part of the mill spur used in common should 
be divided between the owners of the mill spur and the applicant on the wheelage 
basis. Under this basis each industry will be charged with every car whether full or 
empty taken over the spur. On the figures shown, the applicant having loaded no 
cars the movement in his case would amount to 308 cars as 154 cars were delivered 
on the switch loaded, and, of course, had to be taken off. With the very best loading 
of returned empties possible, there would be 508 movements on the mill spur. The 
chances are that this idea of reloading was never accomplished, and that, as a matter 
of fact, car movements from the mill were greater. The applicant desires, however, 
that a reasonable basis should be struck. In so far as the present bills are concerned, 
probably the fairest solution is for the owners of the mill to pay two-thirds of the 
cost of maintenance of that part of the spur which is used in common and the appli- 
cants one-third. 

As the parties merely desire an expression from the board as to what the fair 
thing to do under the circumstances would be, no formal order need be issued. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred. 


COMPLAINT OF MR. W. J. WOOD, OF WINNIPEG BEACH, MAN., AGAINST MIXED TRAIN SERVICE ON 
THE LINE OF THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY BETWEEN WINNIPEG AND RIVER- 
TON. 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner MoLnan, February 26, 1915: 


Riverton is located at the end of the Winnipeg-Riverton branch. Application 
is made for a re-arrangement of the train service so as to give a mixed service three 
days a week and a passenger train service three days a week, instead of the mixed 
train service six days a week now in operation. The existing service is on the winter 
schedule. It is contended by the applicant that the existing service is unsatisfactory, 
on account of the delay in transit. 

While reference is made to an alleged better service afforded those resident along 
the Stonewall-Arbourg line, it does not appear that, in the absence of any evidence 
as to similarity of conditions, and the further lack of any affirmative showing that 
the difference in service alleged to exist has had the result that those located along 
_ the Stonewall line have, as the result of the difference in service, profited at the 
expense of those located along the Winnipeg-Riverton line, the service on the Stone- 
wall line can be taken as the measure of what is proper on the Riverton branch. 

Consideration must be given to the receipts and expenditures in connection with 
the operation of the service. 

During the period between November 3 and December 15, 1914, the passenger 
earnings from the operation of thirty-six trains averaged $44.56 per day. On the 
average, there were less than thirty passengers per day each way. 

The operating expenses of the service have been checked. Taking purely out of 
_ pocket costs, making no allowance whatever for contribution to the general expenses 
‘of operation and maintenance, the situation works out as follows:— 


The train mileage for the round trip is. 164 miles. 
The revenue from passenger train service per day: is. oF a 


The revenue per passenger train mile is.. .. 
The cost per train mile of operating a tri- weekly passenger train would be 0 54 


The result would be that the passenger train mile earnings would be one-half 
the passenger train mile cost of operation. On this showing, the board is not justified 
in directing the additional service asked for. 

Chief Commissioner Drayton concurred 
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Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, March 3, 1915: 


The issue raised in this case has a direct bearing on the question of the storage of 
merchandise by the railway companies at Fort William and Port Arthur. Under the 
practice that obtained in the past—and indeed still obtains—the railway companies © 
have accepted consignments from connecting steamers, with manifests to Port Arthur 
and Fort William, for subsequent forwarding, the goods being stored in the com- 
panies’ warehouses to the order of the owner, and held free of storage charges until 
the re-opening of navigation. 

This arrangement has, of course, been a very considerable benefit to consignees 
west of Fort William, as it has enabled them to bring up merchandise before the close 
of navigation, at the summer lake-and-rail rates, and keep it at the lake ports, without 
cost, until such time as they desire to have it forwarded by rail during the winter. The 
result is that the method of delivering is as convenient to the consignee as if his 
merchandise were forwarded by the all-rail route, for delivery at the appropriate time, 
while he gets the advantage of a combined lake-and-rail rate. 

The practice was objected to by the Board of Trade of Fort William; and its. 
complaint was heard by the Board of Railway Commissioners on June 4, 1913, when, 
at the request of the said board of trade, the question stood over to enable it to take 
the matter up with other boards of trade and to have necessary tariffs filed, with a 
view to further consideration. 

Fort William objects to the practice, on the ground that it works a grave injustice 
to its merchants who are selling goods in territory west as well as east of Winnipeg; 
and that the result of the practice is that they are unfairly discriminated against, the 
free storage privilege not applying on merchandise for Fort William, but only on 
goods billed for points west and held subject to furtherance orders on the railway. 

The position taken by the railway companies was that they would be very glad 
to eollect storage if they could; but that they were prevented from doing so by exemp- 
tion from storage charges, under like circumstances, at competitive lake ports at 
Duluth, Minnesota; Superior, Wisconsin; and Gladstone, Michigan. 

The railway companies have since filed a tariff under which a storage charge of 
20 cents per ton of 2,000 lbs. will be made, with a maximum charge for storage from 
December 1 to April 15 of 50 cents; and freight remaining in storage from a previous 
lake season will be subject, after the 15th of April, to a charge of 5 cents per ton per 
day, with a maximum rate of 40 cents for the month. 

The Estevan Board of Trade has protested against this tariff and the cancellation 
of the free storage practice. In support of the protest, the said board of trade has 
forwarded a copy of a letter received from the local branch of the International Har- 
vester Company, which letter, in drawing attention to the proposed charge, points out 
that the company’s own warehouse is net fully adequate for its needs; that it must 
depend upon the railway companies for some storage, with the result that the storage 
charge will be an added burden; on investigation, I find that the tariffs of the United 
States lines provided for free storage at Duluth, Minnesota; Superior, Wisconsin; and 
Gladstone, Michigan, on west-bound, lake-passage freight destined to Canadian points 
—the statement of the Canadian carriers as to United States practice at the ports in 
question is, therefore, confirmed. 

The Great Northern, the Northern Pacific, and the Minneapolis, St. Paul, and 
Sault Ste. Marie Railway Companies have issued new tariffs for their lines of railway 
running to the United States ports of Duluth, Superior, and Gladstone, which taritts 
are practically identical with the tariffs filed by Canadian carriers and provide for a 
similar storage charge. Doubtless the different carriers acted in consort; but, whether 
this was so or not, the fact remains that the reason hitherto given by the Canadiana — 
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carriers as the explanation of the free storage system at Port Arthur and Fort 
William—which was objected to by the Fort ‘William Board of Trade as discrimin- 
atory,—now disappears to the extent of the storage which is charged at the United 
States ports mentioned above. The rate is low, lower than ordinarily charged for 
storage; and to the extent that it is lower than ordinary storage charges, the con- 
signees west of Fort William retain an advantage. 

The position of the Fort William Board of Trade now is that the storage rates on 
goods which were subsequently forwarded should be as high as the rates which local 
merchants are compelled to pay; and that otherwise the discrimination complained of 
in the past still continues. 

The position of the board of trade is illustrated by the following letter :— 


“The railways operating terminals at the Canadian head of the Lakes and 
at the United States head of the Great Lakes have entered into a joint arrange- 
ment, effective April 1, 1915, under which a charge of 20 cents per ton per 
month will be made for goods stored in transit, which is satisfactory, except that 
local merchants are compelled to pay a higher storage charges on goods taken 
delivery of here. 

“The Fort William Board of Trade would, therefore, request the Canadian 
Railway Commission to cause the tariff now in effect, or any that may hereafter 
be in effect covering storage charges on goods delivered locally, to be amended 
so that the charges will not exceed those applying to goods held for shipment 
to points beyond.” 


I am of the opinion that the tariff as filed is free from objection. 

The complaint of consignees at western points that they are now being charged 
something which they were not charged before, cannot be entertained, as the com- 
petitive situation which was the main justification for the free service has disappeared, 
at least to the extent that the United States carriers have advanced their rates. 

If the Canadian carriers had not put in the tariffs now under consideration, 
effect would have been given to the complaint of Fort William, to the extent that 
United States exemption from storage charges has disappeared. 

Regarding the Fort William contention that all storage forwarding rates should 
be at a parity with rates for local storage, it is to be observed that no attack 1s made 
upon the local storage rate on the ground that it is unreasonable or too high. This 
may or may not be so. The local rate would seem to be the one which usually obtains; 
but the complaint is, not that this local rate is of necessity too high, but that both 
rates should be on a parity. Under the Act and according to universal practice, 
rates which might otherwise of necessity be charged on a parity, may differ, one from 
the other, as a result of competitive conditions. So long as the storage rates charged 
by the Canadian carriers are as high as those charged by the United States carriers, 
on goods to be forwarded to the west, there is no ground for interference by this 


board. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


RE GRAND TRUNK PACIFIC SIDING AT ST. LOUIS, SASK. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, March 3, 1915: 


The board issued an order on October 30, last calling for the construction of a 
siding at this point with a trailing point switch towards the bridge over the Saskatch- 
@wan river. The work was to be completed within thirty days. 

The board’s attention has since been called to the fact that the bridge has not 
been completed, and that the siding as ordered cannot be operated until the bridge is 
finished. This seems to be quite correct. 


' 
I 
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The company’s delay in completing the bridge, however, of itself affords no 
reason why the settlers at St. Louis should not be given such a service as the company © 
can now give with its available facilities. The line has been opened for traffic, and — 
the question is entirely in the board’s hands. 

Mr. Sager, who lives at St. Louis, writing from St. Louis states that all freight 
for St. Louis is unloaded at the siding at Hoey, and that the railway company has — 
absolutely refused to accept freight beyond Hoey, although a regular service is run ~ 
to St. Louis. Mr. Sager also points out that the result is that freight from St. Louis 
left at the Hoey siding, at which there is no agent, is very often stolen, as the St.. 
Louis people never know when it arrives or when they should go to Hoey to look 
after it. 

Hoey is three and a half miles away from St. Louis. St. Louis is the point of the — 
old settlement. Hoey is a point where it is hoped that a town will be built as the — 
result of changed conditions of transportation which the railway will bring about. 
In other words, Hoey is a place which is brought into being as a result of the railway, — 
and is a townsite proposition which may or may not be successful. 

I am at an utter loss to understand why the settlers and others living at St. 
Louis are not entitled to have their freight unloaded where they live, instead of its } 
being left at Hoey in no person’s care and without such advice to the consignees as — 
would enable them to properly look after it. Or again, why consignees residing at 
St. Louis are to be compelled to dray their freight over country roads for an unneces- 
sary distance of three and a half miles. 

Tf the railway is to be so operated as to compel people from St. Louis to live at 
Hoey, then the policy can be understood. It is impossible to allow any railway com- — 
pany to so.carry on public business. | 

A copy of the letter of complaint has been furnished the railway company which 
has justified the delay in building the spur for the reason already stated; and also 
for the reason that it did not get a certified copy of the plan showing the manner in 
which the railway was to be built soon enough to construct it before the frost set in. — 

The spur as directed was roughly located on the company’s own plans, and there 
never was any intention of tying the company’s hands to any exact plan of location. 
In effect all that the board ordered was that a commercial siding should be constructed 
at St, Louis. I, however, propose to deal with the matter giving full effect to the — 
company’s reasons as to why the spur has not yet been constructed, and will assume 
that its application to the board for a certified plan of the spur to be built on railway 
location which had never been surveyed except by the company’s engineers, was made 
in entire good faith. In so far, therefore, as delays in connection with the construe- 
tion of the switch itself is concerned, I say nothing, and no order creating a penalty 
for default will issue. 

On the other hand, the company in its answers to the complaints shows that it has 
already constructed a spur 390 feet long, located on the east side of the main track, 
for the use of contractors erecting the’ bridge; and that, subsequently the spur was 
changed and connected with the south end. 

The company also says :— 


“The spur is easily accessible from the public road diversion which crosses 
our main track, there being a good trail on the east side of the track leading 
from the public road to the spur. The cut alongside of the spur has been 
widened so that teams can drive up to the spur and also turn around. The 
spur is, therefore, accessible from the town of St. Louis by means of the 
surveyed road through the town, which connects with the road diversion referred 
to if slightly extended and connected at the north instead of the south end, the 
spur above mentioned would be in accordance with the board’s order.” __ 

Under such circumstances, the refusal of the company to deliver freight at 
St. Louis becomes all the more extraordinary. The train movement at the point im 
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estion is so slight, that even if there had been no siding at all, the com 
ve been at no trouble whatever in delivering freight at St. Louis. 

An order should now go directing the company to accept freight for and freight 
m St. Louis (as well as express matter), just so soon as an express service is 
orded on the line in question, in case one does not already exist. 
' The company must also supply a box car to be left on the siding referred to in 
» company’s letter as a receptacle for less than carload freight consigned to 

Louis. / 

While no difficulty has been pointed out by the company as to such a use of the 
ir, in case the company claims that the whole of this spur which it now has must 
used for the convenience of its contractors, then it must extend forthwith the 
ir for a sufficient length necessary to accommodate the car; or else take the car 
its wheels and place it at a convenient spot where it can be reached from the 
velled highway to St. Louis. This service must be inaugurated without delay. 

Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


pany would 


IN THE MATTER OF TILE GRAND VALLEY RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, March 4, 1915: 


The board’s attention has been called, by the Ontario Railway and Municipal 
ind, to the anomalous position of this railway. 

The Port Dover, Brantford, Berlin, and Goderich Railway Company was incor- 
ated by Dominion statute 63-64 Victoria, chapter 73, with power to construct and 
rate a railway from Port Dover through Simcoe and W aterford, in the county of 
folk, to Brantford; thence to Berlin, in the county of Waterloo; and thence, in a 
thwesterly direction, through the counties of Perth and Huron, to the town of 
erich. 

By a further Act of the Dominion Parliament, 2 Edward VII, chapter 91, the 
ie of the company was changed to that of the Grand Valley Railway Company. 
The Brantford Street Railway Company was incorporated under an Act of the 
ince of Ontario, 42 Victoria, chapter 73. 

By the Dominion Act, 6 Edward VII, chapter 102, authority was given the 
ad Valley Railway Company to enter into agreements with the Brantford Street 
way Company and other companies under which the Grand Valley Railway 
pany might be empowered to acquire the undertaking of the Brantford Street 
way Company. : 

In May, 1907, application was made by the Grand Valley Railway Company to 
board, the application being made under the provisions of section 281 of the 
way Act, 1903, for an order of the board sanctioning the proposed agreement 
r which that railway company acquired the undertaking and assets of the Brant- 
Street Railway Company. 

As directed by the board, public notice of the application was given. 
No objection apparently was made to the transfer by the city of Brantford, with 
sult that the agreement, which was subsequently dated August 27, 1907, was 
amended by the board to the Governor in Council for sanction by order dated 
yer 3, 1907, the agreement-being ratified by order in council dated October 25, 


As ‘above noted, the whole of the railway owned by the Brantford Street Railway 
any then became part of the Grand Valley Railway system, a recital of the 
ment stating :— 


“ And whereas it is believed by the parties hereto that it will be advantage- 
ous as well to the parties hereto and their respective shareholders as to the 
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municipalities through which the said respective railways now run, and to t 
public generally, that the railways so owned by the parties hereto should be 
dealt with as to be capable of being operated as a continuous and connect 


line of railway.” 


The Grand Valley Railway Company has since become insolvent, and the ci 
of Brantford, under the Provincial statute 4, George V, chapter 63, section 6, W 
authorized to pass by-laws for the purchase of the franchises, property, rights, a 
privileges of the Grand Valley Railway Company in the city of Brantford and cout 
ties of Brant and Waterloo. 

Power, by the same Act, is given the corporation to pass by-laws providing f 
the election of a commission to manage, operate, improve, and extend the railw 
subject to the provisions of the Public Utilities Act of the province, with the furth 
provision that, until the election of such a commission, the municipality may its 
appoint a commission to act in its stead. The Ontario Railway and Munieciy 
Board points out that the city has acted on this legislation and acquired the syste 
of the Grand Valley Railway Company. 

Beyond all question, urban street railway systems, are matters which properly fi 

under the provisions of the British North America Act within the jurisdiction of t 
Province, and apart from any legal question of provincial rights but as a mere matt 
of expediency and public convenience should be operated under that local jurisdictic 
The present case is, of course, complicated by the fact that the Grand Valley Syst 
was not merely an urban system, but also included lines running out of the city 4 
which as contemplated under the Act of Incorporation were of eonsiderable exte 
therefore justifying to this extent the original incorporation. 

Much doubt may be expressed, however, as to the advisability of ever incorpor 
ing into a railway system as contemplated by the Act of Incorporation of the Gra 
Valley the purely local service afforded by the Brantford Street Railway Company. 

The city of Brantford has also purchased not only that part of the-railway 
for its local business, but the whole system. 

The board wrote Mr. Henderson, solicitor for the city, stating that its attemt 
had been called to the question of the right of the municipality to operate the railv 
and asking for a reference to the statutes that might confer such right and under W 
authority the railway was being operated. Mr. Henderson’s reply is as follows :— 


“Brantrorp, February 26, 1915. 


“A, D. CarTWRIGHT, 
“ Secretary, Board of Railway Commissioners, \ 
“ Ottawa, Ont. 


“ Pile 23686—Re Grand Valley and Brantford Street Railway. 


“Dear Sir: 
“Upon my return to the office I am in receipt of your letter of the 2 
instant. 
“The corporation of the city of Brantford has assumed that it has the mg 

to operate the Grand Valley Railway in pursuance of its purchase of si 
Tf we are in any error with regard to our rights we shall be very glad to be! 
right by the board and to take any steps that are needful to comply wit 
regulations in that regard. as 
“By chapter 63 of the statutes of Ontario of 1914, the city of Brant 
obtained special legislation, and, among other things, you will observe by 4 
6, that the city is empowered to pass by-laws for the purchase of the franct 
property, rights and privileges of the Grand Valley Railway Company 
city of Brantford and the counties of Brant and Waterloo. Pursuant 
authority a by-law was passed which is set forth in Schedule “ A” to the 
a 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 323 


SESSIONAL. PAPER No. 20c 


“In pursuance of the further powers of the various subsections of the Act, 
the city of Brantford has appointed a commission to manage, operate, improve 
and extend the railway, and in due course it is the intention that a commission 
shall be elected to supersede the present commissioners. You will observe that 
the Act gives us power to appoint commissioners until such time as we shall 
elect same. ' 

“The city of Brantford entered into possession of the road last August, 
and immediately thereafter proceeded to improve it both as to its road-bed and 
rolling stock, and I think I can safely say that any person who saw the railway 
previous to its ownership by the city would not recognize it now as the same 
railway. : 

“TI hope the above will answer your question fully, and if not will be giad 
to furnish such information as required. 


“Yours truly, 
(Sgd.) “W. T. Henprrson,” 


In my opinion the right of the city of Brantford to operate this Dominion under- 
taking is subject to the provisions of section 299 of the Railway Act. So far as the 
acquisition of the line is concerned, I assume that it has been properly acquired by 
the city. So far as operation by the city is concerned, the question is as to whether it 
has any corporate power to operate a Dominion franchise. Undoubtedly the Ontario : 
statute referred to gives the city enabling rights, such rights that allow it to purchase 
the assets of the railway company, I nevertheless think, that its provisions cannot 
clothe the city with the right to operate a Dominion railway. In other words a 
provincial legislature cannot authorize the operation any more than it could the 
construction of a railway declared to be for the general advantage of Canada. The 
result is that the city had the right to use municipal funds in the acquisition of the 
railway and now owns the undertaking but without power enabling it to operate tnis 
Dominion franchise under the Dominion Act. In such ease the provisions of the 
section apply, and the city may operate under leave of the Minister of Railways, with 
the obligation, during the next session of the Parliament of Canada, of applying for 
an Act which would enable the city to hold, operate, and run the railway. 

As a matter of fact only a comparatively small part of the railway authorized 
by the incorporation has ever been built, and it would occur to me that the advis- 
ability of the withdrawal of the railway from the jurisdiction of Parliament might be 
considered. An analogous action was taken by Parliament in the case of the Montreal 
Park & Island Railway, 1-2 George V., ec. 115, ‘under which that company ‘was 
authorized to enter into an agreement with a number of provincially incorporated 
companies named for conveying or leasing to such companies or any of them, in 
whole or in part, its undertaking including its charter, contracts, franchises, rights,. 
powers, privileges, exemptions, and also the lands, railways, rights of way, works, 
plants, machinery and other property to it belonging. 

Should the city adopt this suggestion appropriate legislation would enable it to 
acquire the Grand Valley Railway and operate it under its existing provincial powers 
under the supervision of the Ontario Railway & Municipal Board. { 

I might add that the only other municipality to my knowledge operating a railway 
subject to Dominion jurisdiction is the city of London, Lessee of the London & Port 
Stanley Railway. i 

In this instance express power was conferred on the city to “make, complete, 
equip, operate, alter, maintain, and manage the railway,” 4-5 George V, chapter 96, 
section 2, and section 5, conferred on the London Railway Commission “the whole 
Management and control of the making, completion, equipment, operation, alteration, 
and maintenance of the said The London and Port Stanley Railway for and as the 
agents of the corporation.” 

Coneurred in by Commissioner McLean. 


20c—214 ae tes 
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APPLICATION OF MISS GERTRUDE LAKEMAN, ASPDIN WOMEN’S INSTITUTE, ASPDIN, ONT., RELATIVE 
TO DANGEROUS CROSSINGS BETWEEN ASPDIN AND HUNTSVILLE, ONT., ON THE TOWN LINE 
BETWEEN STISTED AND STEPHENSON, ONT.. 


APPLICATION OF THE ASHWORTH WOMEN’S INSTITUTE PER MRS. WM. H. DEMAINS, ETWELL, 
ONT., FOR AN UNDERGROUND PASSAGE BENEATH THE RAILWAY LINE ON THE TOWN LINE 
BETWEEN STISTED AND STEPHENSON TOWNSHIPS, LoT 31, AT WHAT IS KNOWN AS “UNION 
SCHOOL CROSSING.” 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLnan, March 5, 1915: 


Application is made by Miss Gertrude Lakeman, on behalf of the Aspdin Women’s 
Institute, drawing attention to the alleged dangerous condition of a railway crossing 
ou the Grand Trunk railway between Aspdin and Huntsville, on the town lune 
between Stisted and Stephenson, in the district of Muskoka, and asking for an inspec- 
tion of the crossing. The application does not set out what protection is asked for. 

Accompanying the application is a resolution of the municipality of Chaffey 
stating that it endorses the action of the Aspdin Women’s Institute in applying to the 
railway for an underground crossing. A similar resolution from the municipality 
of Stisted also is attached to the resolution; and, further, there is a resolution of the 
town of Huntsville endorsing the application for an underground crossing. 

There is also on file a letter from the secretary of the Ashworth Women’s Insti- 
tute asking for the construction of an under-crossing at the point in question. In 
this application, it is stated that the approach from Stisted north does not give a view 
of the track from the south, and that trains come very suddenly in view when people 
are near the track. 

. The railway in its reply states that a subway at the crossing would cost approxi- 
mately $4,000, and it is of opinion that this expense is unnecessary, it being stated that 
whatever additional protection is necessary might be obtained by cutting down some 
trees in the northeast corner. 

The crossing is on the town line between Stephenson and Stisted. The town 
line at this point runs, roughly, east and west. The side line between lots 30 and 
91 runs north and south intersecting the town line. It is, however, not continued 
across the right of way of the railway. At a point north of the right of way and 
adjacent to the school-house, the traffic of the side line is diverted into the town line, 
thence continuing easterly to the crossing of the right of way on the town line. South 
of the track, the traffic is again diverted westerly from the town line and into the side 
line. The crossing on the town line is a skew crossing. The railway right of way 
crosses the town line at an elevation. The level of the track is about 10 feet above 
the level of the surrounding land on the east side of the right of way, and is about 
20 feet above the level of the surrounding land on the west side. 

The matter has been inspected on the ground both by the board’s Engineering 
Department and by its Operating Department, and it appears that by certain improve- 
ments in the grade of the approaches and certain additional matters yet to be set 
out, the situation can be adequately taken care of. The grades of the approaches are 
not according to the board’s standard requirements of 1 in 20; they are, in fact, about 
1 in 15. 

Approaching the track from the west on the town line, there is on the north side 
of the right of way a ridge which is about 4 feet below the level of the track. This 
ridge is located about 800 feet west of the crossing. West of this ridge there is nothing 
to obstruct the view of approaching trains. 

From the ridge, there is a view which covers as far as the crossing. At 300 feet 
west of the crossing, trains can be seen 200 feet east of the crossing; and looking 
backward from this point, there is a view of about 1,200 feet in regard to trains 
approaching from the west. It should, of course, be noted that the traveller is here 
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travelling in the same direction generally as a train approaching from the west, and 
is approaching the track at an angle which interferes with the efficiency of his view 
in regard to trains from the west. 

‘The side line already referred to, approaching the crossing from the north, has 
the following situation: The southwest corner of the intersection between the town 
line and the side line has the vision’ obscured by some clumps of trees. When the 
traveller is within 200 feet’ of the crossing, he has, looking west, a view .of approx- 
imately 1,200 feet. At the southeast corner adjacent to the school-house, there are 
also some clumps of trees, which, however, are not of such growth as to obstruct the 
view to the same extent as at the southwest corner; so, at a point about 200 feet 
from the crossing, the traveller has a view of about 2,000 feet of trains approaching 
from the east. 

Ag indicated, the town line runs, roughly, east. and west. Approaching the 
crossing on the town line from the east, there is, at a distance of about 400 feet from 
the crossing, a house on the north side of the road, from which point there is a view, 
of about half a mile northeasterly; and from a point about 300 feet from the crossing, 
there is a view of about three-quarters of a mile in the same direction. 

Looking southwesterly along the railway, there is a view at any point within 
_ 500 feet of the crossing of about half a mile. ; 

As pointed out, the obstacles in the way of vision are the ridge, as referred to, 
and the trees at the southeast and southwest corners of the intersection of the side 
line and the town line. ; 

As already indicated, the crossing has no approaches built on grades in accordance 
with the board’s standard requirements. These approaches must be built to the board’s 
standard requirements, that is to say, a 5 per cent grade; this work to be done by 
the 15th of June. The approaches have also to be widened to 20 feet, which is the 
board’s standard requirement; this work also to be done by June 15. The board’s 
standard requirements in regard to fencing are also to be complied with by the same 
date. 

At the southeast corner of the intersection of the side line and the town line, 
there are some small trees on the right of way which the railway has undertaken to 
remove. There are also located on the school-house lot some small trees adjacent 
to the road, which if cut down by the municipality will still further improve the view. 

The ridge west of the intersection of the side line with the town line has been 
referred to. In building the approaches to a 5 per cent grade, the railway will make 
use of the material contained in this ridge, thereby improving the view at this point. 
This will cut down the ridge by at least 2 feet, thereby adding at least 200 feet of view. 

One phase of the complaint is that with the existing condition of approaches, 
people approaching the track from one side have not a view of people driving up the 
track on the other side. In regard to this, it may be said that the effect of the 
improvements to the grades on the approaches will be that any person driving up one 
side can, when within 100 feet of the crossing, see a person driving up from the 
other side who is at a point within 100 feet; that is to say, there will be a clear view 
on the approaches of 200 feet. 

The necessity of constructing an under-crossing or subway at this point has been 
earnestly pressed upon the board, the elevation of the right of way being a factor 
which the applicants have considered. The railway has, in its reply, stated that there 
have been no accidents at the point in question; and the applicants say that the 
question of the absence of accidents is not a test by which the necessity for protection 
is to be measured. The applicants are quite justified in saying this, and the board has, 
of course, never taken the position that it will not deal with protection at a crossing 
unless there has been a fatal accident at that point. ; 

However, the board has to look at the matter from a general standpoint. It has 
to be recognized that the traffic at this point is not heavy, the settlement being 
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admittedly sparse. The board in dealing with an application of the Board of Trade 
of Georgetown, in regard to the construction of a subway under conditions which in 
point of the elevation of the right of way were even more favourable for separation 
of grades than in the present application, used the following language: 


“Tt would be not only in the publie interest but eminently agreeable to 
the board, if it were possible, either by elimination or protection, to deal with 
all existing level crossings at one time; but this is out of the question. The 
board must in fairness consider the ability not only of the municipality but 
also of the railway to contribute to the cost of protective works; and it must, 
therefore, in dealing with such crossings take first of all the most dangerous 
ones; and while opinions may differ, it appears to me that the crossings where 
the traffic is more dense should be looked after first.” 


What there was said is pertinent here, and all that the board is now justified in 
doine is to have the improvements made which are covered by the directions ‘above 
given. 

Coneurred in by Chief Commissioner Drayton and Commissioner Goodeve. 


APPLICATION OF THE ESQUIMALT AND NANAIMO RAILWAY COMPANY FOR AUTHORITY TO ; 


REMOVE STATION AGENT FROM COWICHAN, B.C. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Draytoy, March 11, 1915 :— 


It is true that the earnings at this station fall below the amount requisite under 
the board’s general order dealing with the appointment and maintenance of station 
agents, so that on the face of it, it would appear that effect should be given to the 
company’s application. However, an analysis of the figures shows that the passenger 
business is abnormally large, amounting to 42 per cent of the total takings, which, 
while below the ordinary requirements, are still considerable, and the express business 
amounts to 14 per cent of the same, while the freight business amounting in all to 
44 per cent, is largely L.C.L. business. 

With a business of such a character a station agent is much more required for 
the proper transaction of business than at many stations with far larger gross earn- 
ings, where the business is chiefly confined to carload movements. 

T am of the opinion that the application should be dismissed. 


Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 
¢ 


CANADIAN CHINA CLAY COMPANY ¥V. CANADIAN NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY, et al. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, March 15, 1915:—° 


This is a complain made by the Canadian China Clay Company, Limited, in 
respect of rates charged on clay from the company’s works at Huberdeau, in the 
province of Quebec, the terminus of the Montford branch of the Canadian Northern 
Railway; the distance by freight train movement being 105 miles from Montreal. 

‘he case was listed for hearing at Montreal on January 29, 1915, but was not 
then concluded, leave being given the railway companies interested to put in joint 
rates which were stated to be in contemplation, or to make any submissions they 
desired on the question of rates. 

The position of the applicants is perfectly clear. They point out that the cost 
of production is relatively high, owing to the fact that they have to pay a wage of 
$2 a day for nine hours work, while the clay with which they enter into competition 
is mined in Cornwall at a wage cost of twenty shillings a week; that the climatic 


ré 
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conditions in Kngland permit open Working throughout the entire year, while in 
Canada they are such that the operation has largely to be carried on within buildings 
which, of necessity, have to be heated; and that the applicants are at considerable loss 
resulting from the employment of men unfamiliar with the new industry, while the 
Cornwall producer enjoys an unlimited supply of men more or less skilled in the 
working of clays. 

In so far as these different considerations are concerned, the board can give effect 
to none of them in connection with any rate question. It hag been held time and 
again that rate-regulating commissions have no right whatever to attempt to equalize 
geographic, climatic, or economic conditions. They are concerned simply and wholly 
with the question of the reasonableness of the toll which the railway company is seek- 
ing to collect for the carriage of a given commodity, irrespective of how it is made, 
or whence it comes. 

_ The applicants also point out that their cost is further enhanced by the fact that 
their mines are seven miles from the railway track, necessitating a long wagon haul 
over rough roads with bad grades. If the output is sufficient, manifestly the proper 
way of meeting this difficulty is by the construction of an industrial track. It, again, 
is not a factor which the board has any right to take into consideration. 

| Clay from Cornwall for Canadian delivery via Canadian ports is unloaded at 
Montreal. It moves under through bills of lading at a through rate to the point of 
lestination. The charge made by the Canadian rail carrier is in reality its propor- 
tion of the through rate from the English port of shipment. 

| The applicants contend that the import rates from Montreal on the English 
slay should not be lower than the rates on clay to like destinations from Huberdeau. 

Without dealing specifically with this particular issue but with the general prin- 
ple, it may be said that if the board were to adopt the principle that the import 
rail rate, practically a proportion of the through rate, could never be lower than the 
oeal rate, a serious’ dislocation of business would result. The whole situation is 
sompetitive. Any change in the rate scheduled which would advance the railway 
mport rates, which represent part of the through movement, would simply mean 
hat business that is to-day done at the Canadian port would be moved through New 
York or some other port in the United States unless similar advances were made by 
American carriers. 

It is not, however, necessary for the disposition of this case to deal with the 
Montreal import situation at all, owing to the rates which the railway companies 
tave voluntarily agreed to put in from Huberdeau. 

¢ The request of the company is, as stated, that the Huberdeau rates to points 
vest should be the same as the Montreal rates; but Huberdeau is from 60 to 80 miles 
‘arther than Montreal from the majority of the western destinations. In addition 
© this, most of the points which the applicants desire to reach are on the lines of 
ither the Grand Trunk or the Canadian Pacific. 

| It is elemental that for a given distance where two lines have to be employed as 
-gainst the one the rate is greater. The cost is greater, there being double book- 
eeping and the cost of the transfer. 

| To the nearest destination required, namely, Cornwall, Ont., the distance from 
fontreal is but 68 miles; from Huberdeau, 148 miles. The railway companies’ offer 
104 cents, while the Montreal import rate is 8 cents. It is obvious at a glance that 
he 10% cent rate is, relatively, the lower. 
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So far as the other stations are concerned, the situation is as follows: 


Rates from 
Huberdeau 
based on 
Special Present Rates Montreal 
To Import from | Rates from now rates 
Montreal. Huberdeau. conceded. irrespective 


of transfer 
or other two 


line cost. — 
Campbelliond Aw acs: ice ese gee era 11 15 14 144 | 
TROT UELODG FE ek ste Sie eet tc ete Rl eee ae 11 15 14 13 ‘ 
MOT OUEOS fale Ce ee Oe ee ah cerca ant Me tage 11 152 14 13 
Harn ilton ae ae as bana sah te eer ct ee il 152 15 133 
Dundas te a6ure wk, ce ekGk weer. ee miner anes 11 153 15 133 
Georgetown nts diem vb cop aloha vasa h tome ited 11 152 15 13% 
Sty Gathered wire ct. cok tert ante eae metre ig 163 15 13 
Morrittonet. tty caret aan dene one eee arte. ee 11 163 15 13 
Niagara alicia s, soeeee ea oie ee ate Sei 11 163 15 13 
BspAnolat: cc he ek ia red We cicten che aaa 15 224 19 153 
Saulé Ste: Wbariotense se sae dae ee eee 15 243 19 153 


It would, of course, be a pleasant thing to be able to assist the industry and te 
help in developing the china clay business in Canada, but it is impossible, unde 
these circumstances, for the board to order any lower rates than those which th 
railway companies have now conceded. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioner McLean concurred. 


APPLICATION OF THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF TRENTON, ONTARIO, FOR INTERCIIAN 
BETWEEN THE C.N.R. AND THE C.P.R. AT TRENTON. 


> 


Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, March 19, 1915: 


When this application was) originally made, the municipal council wanted inte 
change between the O.N.R., C.P.R., and G.T.R., as well. Upon the matter being 
brought to the attention of the railway companies, the Grand Trunk Railway Compan, 
by letter from its General Solicitor, Mr. Chisholm, advised the board on October I 
1914, that it had undertaken to amend its switching tariff to provide for interchang 
between that company and the C.N.R. at Trenton. 

With regard to interchange between the O.N.R. and C.P.R., the board sent i 
Traffic Officer, Mr. Brown, to Toronto, to report on the traffic conditions to see whethel 
there was necessity for the interchange applied for. Mr. Brown in his report date 
November 11, states: 


“T estimate that in normal years there would be an interchange of fro 
800 to 1,000 cars per annum, and I believe there is a public necessity for sud 
an interchange.” 


Copies of that report were furnished to the railway companies interested. 

At the sittings of the board on the 2nd of March, the board announced that there 
should be interchange at Trenton between the O.P.R. and the O.N.R. and that tl 
location of the connecting tracks was reserved. The matter was referred to the Board: 
Assistant Engineer, Mr. Simmons, who has made an inspection on the ground and wl 
recommends that the interchange be put in to the west of the C.P.R. bridge ov 
Ontario Street subway connecting the O.P.R. commercial spur with the O.N.R. ya 
and roundhouse spur in the vicinity of the junction of Sophia and Ontario streeé 
The railway companies will be sent a sketch prepared by Mr. Simmons, showing t 
proposed layout. The board adopts Mr. Simmons’ re¢ommendation as to the location 
the interchange. 
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The work should be done by the C.P.R. at its own expense, as by the interchange 
it will be given access to a number of industries now served by the C.N.R. ‘There will 
be little or no compensating advantage from the interchange to the latter railway. 
However, the board is satisfied that the interchange is necessary in the public interest. 

The O.P.R. should file:plans of the interchange tracks for the approval of an 
engineer of the board, within 80 days, and the connecting tracks should be installed 
within 30 days from the approval of the plan. 

An order should go accordingly. 


Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


COMPLAINT re INSUFFICIENT SERVICE ON THE CANADIAN NORTHERN RAILWAY FROM TRENTON 
TO KINMOUNT JUNCTION, 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, March 19, 1915: 


Different complaints have been recently made of insufficient service on the Cana- 
dian Northern line running north from Trenton to Kinmount Junction. Complaints 
have been received from Maynooth, Trenton, the municipal council of the county of 
Hastings, Bird’s Creek, Hyba, Coe Hill, Gooderham, and Lindsay. 

Under the old time table, a train leaving Trenton for Maynooth, a distance of 
101 miles, at 7.15 a.m., arrived at Maynooth at 12.15 p.m. The train returned from 
Maynooth at 1.05 p.m., arriving at Trenton at 5.30 p.m. 

In addition to this passenger service, a daily freight service. was provided. A 
mixed train was also run from Trenton to Coe Hill, a distance of 7 2 miles. The train 
was scheduled to leave Trenton at 1.45 p.m. and arrive at Coe Hill at 5.45 p.m. In the 
morning, the same train was scheduled to leave Coe Hill at 6.30 a.m., arriving in 
Trenton at 10.05 a.m. <A daily mixed train service was also given from Bancroft to 
Kinmount, a distance of 534 miles. The train left Bancroft at 10 a.in., and arrived 
at Kinmount Junction at 2 p.m., and returning left Kinmouth at 3 p.m., and arrived 
at Bancroft at 6.39 pm. This service has been entirely changed by the new time- 
table that has given rise to the complaints. The direct train service from Trenton 
to Maynooth -disappears altogether. In its place, a train service is supplied from 
Trenton to Bancroft, a distance of 86 miles. The train is not only a mixed one, 
but also has to handle the less than carlot business. Under the new running time, 
this train leaves Trenton at 7.15 a.m. and arrives at Bancroft at 2 p.m. Going south 
another mixed train leaves Bancroft at 10 a.m., and arrives at Trenton at 5.30 p.m. 
The business from Bancroft to Maynooth now consists of a tri-weekly mixed service, 
the train leaving Bancroft at 6 a.m., arriving in Maynooth at 7 a.m., and returning 
leaving Maynooth at 8 a.m. and arriving in Bancroft at 9 a.m. © 
_ The service to Coe Hill is continued as heretofore with the exception that the 
daily train is also obliged to do the L.C.L. business. The train leaves Trenton at 
the same time as formerly, but arrives at Coe Hill at 7 p.m., instead of at 5.45 p.m.; 
‘and on the south run the train leaves at 5.30 a.m. instead of 6.80. The daily service 
to Kinmount is discontinued. In its place a tri-weekly mixed service has been 
inaugurated, with no change in the former running time. No change was required 
in the running time in this instance, because the Kinmount train always looked after 
the L.C.L. business. - ‘ , 

With every desire to assist the company, in view of the present financial business 
conditions, I am of the opinion that the new schedule affords an entirely insufficient 
train service, and has been drawn up without any proper regard for the requirements 
of the district that the railway company is supposed to serve, even in view of the 
present business situation. pi: 

In so far as the new service from Trenton to Bancroft is concerned, no objection 
could well be taken to the service being reduced to a mixed service, so long as proper 
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time was made. ‘There seems to me, however, to be every objection to this train doing 
the L.C.L. business on a run of this length and with the traffic of stations that 
there are on this line. : 

Although the running time has been lengthened to the extent that a train which 
formerly arrived at Maynooth at 12.15 only reaches Bancroft (a point 15 miles short 
of Maynooth), at 2 p.m., the running time is not being observed. The investigation 
that the board has made shows that for 12 consecutive days the train was only once 
on time. It is but fair to state that, so far as one day is concerned, the 2nd of 
February, the service was cancelled on account of the storm. The day before the 
storm, however, the train was one hour and seven minutes late; the 4th February, the 
next day the train was operated after the storm, was the only day that it arrived on 
time, while on the 5th of February, it was one hour and fifteen minutes late. The 
service from Bancroft to Maynooth does not appear to have been put in with regard 
to anybody's convenience, as although the run is only a short one, it is timed in such 
a way that no one can leave Trenton for Maynooth without stopping overnight at 
Bancroft; and then, of course, the passenger must take care that he does not arrive 
in Bancroft on a day when the Maynooth train has left, as then, he will have to stay 
over an extra day in each case. In the same way no passenger can leave Kinmount ~ 
for Maynooth without staying over at Bancroft. At Kinmount the connection 1s 
made with the Grand Trunk,-and service on that particular branch, is therefore, more 
important than otherwise would appear having regard to a branch line of its character 
of but 53 miles in length. 

The same delays that the L.C.L. business has occasioned to the train to Bancroft 
occur on the train to Coe Hili. Under the new time-table the train is supposed to 
arrive at Coe Hill at 7 p.m. 

The following schedule is instructive :— 


February 8th, arrived 11.00 p.m.; 
February 9th, arrived 11.30 p.m.; 
February 10th, arrived 7.15 p.m. ; 
February 11th, arrived 10.30 p.m.; 
February 12th, arrived 10.05 p.m.; 
February 13th, arrived 11.00 p.m. 


The change could never have been made on the ground of convenience -to anybody. 

Its only attempt to be justified is on the ground of economy and diminishing business. 
The company, in defence of its action, points out that on the run from Trenton 

to Bancroft and Maynooth, and before the schedule was changed, the passenger train } 
earnings per mile dropped from 48 to 34 cents. i 
Undoubtedly if the question was to be one considered only from the standpoint ' 

of passenger earnings, it would be difficult to order an increase of the service. Under ‘ 
the particular circumstances of the case, I am of the opinion that they cannot be so i 
considered. While passenger traffic has fallen off, there has been on the lines under : 
consideration a substantial increase in freight earnings which have more than made i 
é 

y 
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up for passenger losses. A fair passenger service is essential in order to accommodate 
the business of the section served, that very business which has resulted in increased 
freight operations to the company. 

The present schedule cannot be said to in the slightest degree consider that busi- 
ness interest or the convenience of the travelling public. In view of the present 
existing conditions, I am, however, of the view that all that should be at present 
ordered is that the company must restore the old schedule providing for the passenger ~ 
train from Trenton to Bancroft and Maynooth to be run 3 days of the week and on 
the old time-table. From an analysis of the traffic, public convenience apparently 
will be best served by having this tri-weekly passenger serivee operated on Monday, 
Wednesday and Friday of each week. In so far as traffic on Tuesdays, Thursdays 
and Saturdays is concerned, the company must maintain its present service. 
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a e . 5 
___In so far as the service from-Trenton to Coe Hill is concerned, the old service only 


alled for a mixed train. Under the present service, however, the running time has 
‘been extended one hour south-bound and one hour and fifteen minutes north-bound, 
making a run north of five hours and a quarter (a distance of 72 miles), and south, 
four and a half hours. . 
~~ There seems to be no reason why this service should not be operated under the 
former time-table, and an order should go accordingly. 
_ There remains to be considered the complaint as to the change of time-table in 
effect from Bancroft to Kinmount Junction. This section of the line has always 
been operated separately. It connects on the west with the Grand Trunk at Kinmount 
Junction, and on the east at Bancroft with the Maynooth. and Trenton: line. 

The line has been so operated as to make connection with the Grand Trunk; but 
‘connections have not been made at Bancroft with the Trenton train, with the result 
that passengers from south of Bancroft on the Maynooth-Trenton line have been 
obliged to spend the night at Bancroft before proceeding to Kinmount Junction. 
Owing to this lack of connection, a passenger from a point south of Bancroft desiring 
‘to go to points on the Kinmount-Lindsay branch of the Grand Trunk or on the 
‘Baneroft-Kinmount branch of the Canadian Northern would be obliged to stay 
‘im Bancroft until the following Wednesday. The traffic in this direction, however, 
‘appears to be very light, the movement of passengers being from the Grand Trunk 
over the Canadian Northern line from Kinmount Junction and through Bancroft to 
points south. My first impression was that the running time should be changed so 
that connections could be made at Bancroft with the train going to Kinmount Junction 
but in view of the report of the inspector apparently little or no good would be 
accomplished by this. As, however, this service works in close connection with the 
Grand Trunk Lindsay-Kinmount service, which is a daily service, and as I find that 
no real economy is worked in reducing the service from the former daily service to 
‘the tri-weekly service, owing to the fact that the train crews on this division of the ° 
‘Canadian Northern are paid by the month instead of by the run, I am of the opinion 
‘that the old service must be restored. Since the*above reasons for judgment were 
‘written, further representations were made by Mr. Fritch, as follows :— 


“Owing to the depressed business conditions we were obliged to take off 
the passenger service and substitute mixed service running daily between 
Trenton and Bancroft, and as service is very light between Bancroft and 

Maynooth, we substituted tri-weekly service for the former daily passenger 
| service. — 
oe “The result of operations on the Ontario. lines for the month of January 
shows a deficit of $24,510.51. Our gross earnings were $123,106.07, operating 
expenses, $147,616.58, making a loss in operation of $24,510.51. 

“JT beg to submit, in view of such unfavourable results we should not be 
|. required to put on train service which will result in further losses. 
“The public justly criticised our original mixed service between Trenton 


|» and Bancroft because the local officials did not operate the service as they were 
bs instructed to do, but throughout the last two weeks we have divided the work 
‘ of these mixed trains, and they are practically on time, therefore, the cause of 

a the complaint originally has been removed. ; 

i ra “T would respectfully ask your indulgence during the remainder of March 


ae to allow us to continue the present service, and if at the end of that time it 
ean be shown that we are not giving reasonable service we will then put on the 
tri-weekly passenger service; but I sincerely believe that at the present time_ 
We are giving as good a service as can be expected with the amount of traffic 
moving.” 

So that no injustice would be worked a new inspection was made. 
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Tn his later report, the board’s inspector says :— 

“ Replying to your request, I wish to say that I have made an addition 
trip of inspection and inquiry to see what changes have been made by the 
company since my first report, and I find that, so far as the Central Ontario 
division is concerned, the only change that has been made was with train No, 
63, Trenton to Coe Hill. The work of this train has been somewhat divided 
between train No. 63 and train No. 61, the Bancroft Mixed Train, the Bancroft 
Mixed Train doing a portion of the switching and local work between Trenton 
and Ormsby Junction, thus enabling No. 63 to arrive at Coe Hill somewhere 
near its schedule arriving time. The following is a statement taken from the 
despatchers’ sheet at Trenton, showing the arriving time of No. 63, from March 
1, to March 16, inelusive:— 


“March 1, arrive Coe Hill: 7.00 p.m., on time. . 
March 2, arrive Coe Hill: 7.20 p.m., 20 minutes late. 4 
March 3, arrive Coe Hill: 7.00 p.m..on time. ' 
March 4, arrive Coe Hill: 7.10 p.m., 10 minutes late. 

March 5, arrive Coe Hill: 7.00 p.m., on time. 

March 6, arrive Coe Hill: 7.45 p.m., 45 minutes late. 

March 8, arrive Coe Hill: 7.30 p.m., 30 minutes late. 

March 9, arrive Coe Hill: 7.05 p.m., 5 minutes late. 

March 10, arrive Coe Hill: 8.45 p.m., Lhr.45 mins. late. 

March 11, arrive Coe Hill: 7.15 p.m., 15 minutes late. 
March 12, arrive Coe Hill: 7.00 p.m., on time. 

March 13, arrive Coe Hill: 7.05 p.m., 5 minutes late. 
March 15, arrive Coe Hill: 7.00 p.m., on time. 

March 16, arrive Coe Hill: 7.00 p.m., on time. 


“This is somewhat of an improvement so far as the Coe Hill train is 
concerned, but No. 61, the Bancroft Mixed train, that is doing a portion of the 
Coe Hill train work, is not arriving at Bancroft, as it should, on time. The 
following is a record showing the arriving time of No. 61 at Bancroft from 
March 1 to March 16, inclusive:.. 


é 


“March 1, arrive Bancroft: 2.20 p.m., 20 minutes late. 
March 2, arrive Bancroft: 5.00 p.m., 3 hrs. late. 
March 3, arrive Bancroft: 2.00 p.m., on time. 
March 4, arrive Bancroft: 2.05 p.m., 5 mins. late. 
March 5, arrive Bancroft: 2.00 p.m., on time. ¥ 
March 6, arrive Bancroft: 2.30 p.m., 30 mins. late. 
March 8, arrive Bancroft: 2.05 p.m., 5 mins. late. 
March 9, arrive Bancroft: 4.00 p.m., 2 hrs. late. 


March 10, arrive Bancroft: 4.00 p.m., 2 hrs. late. 
March 11, arrive Bancroft: 3.15 p.m., 1 hr. 15 mins. late. 
March 12, arrive Bancroft: 2.20 p.m., 20 mins. late. 
March 13, arrive Bancroft: 5.30 p.m., 34 hrs. late. 
March 15, arrive Bancroft: 2.20 p.m., 20 mins. late. 
March 16, arrive Bancroft: 3.00 p.m., 1 hr, late. 


“You will see by these figures that the relieving of No. 63, the Coe Hil 
train, of some of the way work between Trenton and Ormsby Junction, ha 
been the cause of more detention to the Bancroft train No. 61. Therefore, 
fail to see that there has been any improvement made whatever, and this is th 
only place there has been any change made. Conditions are the same betwee 
Bancroft and Maynooth. i 

“On Wednesday, March 17, I left Bancroft on No. 62, mixed train, fo 


Trenton, and as for the conditions of this train, I must say the accommoda Ld 
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is bad, as it occupies from 10 a.m. until 5.30 p.m., to travel a distance of about 
80 miles. This train had to wait at nearly every station between Bancroft and 
Trenton for time. No. 62 could leave Bancroft at the same hour, 10 a.m., and 
arrive at Trenton at 4.30 or 4 p.m., as No. 62 does not do any switching of any 
account on the southbound trip. It merely handles the coaches and through 
loads.” | 


I see no reason why any changes should be made as the result of the later repre- 
sentation. While it is true that the operations on the Ontario lines show a deficit as 
pointed out, this deficit is the result of operation of lines which can hardly be said to 
have passed beyond the construction stage. The returns are not a fair indication of - 
the results of Ontario business, and it should be pointed out that while there have 
been decreases in the passenger service on the traffic on the Trenton-Maynooth and 
Bancroft line, inthe period under review, of $1,196,asa matter of fact there was an 
increase in freight traffic of $7,062 resulting in a net increase of $5,866 in the earnings 
of the line for January. Under present conditions, the showing is unique. It is 
quite evident that whatever conditions may be upon other portions of the Canadian 
Northern’s system in Ontario, the line in question cannot be blamed for the general 
unsatisfactory traffic return. 


Commissioner McLean concurred. 


CAMPBELLFORD, LAKE ONTARIO & WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY'S APPLICATION TO REVISE © 
LOCATION OF ITS COMMERCIAL SIDING AT TRENTON, ONT. 


Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scorr, March 19, 1915: 


By Order No. 21971, dated June 9, 1914, the board approved of the Ontario street 
sommercial spur of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario & Western Railway Company 
\C.P.R.) at Trenton. The applicants now ask that the location of the spur, where it 
vasses through the subway carrying Ontario street under its main line track, be 
hanged so that the existing track of the C.N.R. through the subway can be used for 
i short distance so as to provide for one track on Ontario street through the subway 
nstead of two. Before the order was issued approving of the O.L.O. & W. spur on 
Intario street, the board visited the location in question and was satisfied that by 
llanking the space between the tracks, the lines of the two railway companies could 
ia placed through the subway without impairing its usefulness for vehicular traffic. 
t is apparent that the object of the C.L.O. & W. in applying to use the tracks of the 
J.N.R. is to enable it to get access to the property of the Canadian Creosote Com- 
any over the tracks of the C.N.R. which now serve the Canadian Creosote Company’s 
wroperty. This is strenuously opposed by the C.N.R. 

_« The board has decided that there should be interchange tracks between the O.N.R. 
ind the C.L.0. & W. at Trenton. It is suggested that the change which the C.L.O. 
1W. applies for would enable the two companies to interchange. On the recommen- 
lation of its engineer, the board has decided that the interchange between the two 
ompanies should take place at a point some distance to the northwest of the subway 
n the vicinity of the junction of Sophia and Ontario streets. 

_ The board is opposed to allowing one railway company to use the tracks of another, 
mless it is absolutely necessary in the public interest. The interchange at Trenton 
an be arranged without the use of the tracks of the C.N.R. by the C.L.0O. & W. 

_ Since there is to be interchange at Trenton, cars from the C.P.R. to or from the 
fanadian Creosote Company’s property can be interswitched by the C.N.R. There 
3, therefore, no necessity for the change in its commercial spur applied for by the 
.P.R., and I think the application should be dismissed. 


~ Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 
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APPLICATION ESSEX TERMINAL RAILWAY COMPANY FOR AUTHORITY TO CONSTRUCT BRANCH 
LINE TO AND ALONG RUSSELL STREET IN THE TOWN OF SANDWICH, ONTARIO. © 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner DRAYTON, March 23, 1915: 


The application is one made by the Essex Terminal Railway Company, unde 
section 222, for authority to construct a branch line from a point on lot No. 59, town 
of Sandwich, formerly in concession one of the township of Sandwich, to and along 
Russell street, from the northerly limit of Lot 59, to the southerly limit of Huro 
street. 

The case was heard at a sitting of the board held at Windsor on March 13, 19% 
and after the hearing judgment was reserved so as to enable an inspection of the locus 
to be made by the board. A view was subsequently had at which the different parties 
interested were present. 

Mr. Fleming, who appeared on behalf of the railway company, filed a petitior 
signed by ‘the owners of property fronting on Russell street. 

This petition was addressed to the mayor and‘ council of the municipality asking 
that such action should be taken as would be necessary to secure the extension of the 
railway along the west side of Russell street, as is proposed in the company’s application. 

The petition is signed by some eleven owners. 

It was stated that the frontage owned by property holders signing the petition 
amounted to 2,540 feet, with the exception of Mr. Henderson’s property. It further 
appeared at the hearing that Mr. Robert E. Stuart, who owns a large frontage on the 
west-side of Russell street, being perhaps the largest individual owner, but who ‘had 
not signed the petition, was also in favour of the proposed railway construction 0} 
the street. : f 

The application is opposed by other property owners. Mr. Bartlett appeared fo! 
Mr. Norman Allen, who represented as he stated a total frontage of 2,416 feet. M 
Morton and Mr. Henderson also appeared for other property holders in opposition to the 
proposal. a) 

Mr. Rodd appeared for Miss Gauthier, as well as other property owners. He desired 
that property owners should be compensated for any damages resulting to their propert; 
by reason of the construction proposed, but was of the view, apart from this questior 
that the highway was one merely in name, and that the construction of the railwa 
should be authorized subject to the condition as to compensation. Mr. Bartlett, wh 
may be regarded perhaps as the chief contestant was very frank im his statement as 
to the character of the property that would be affected. On being asked as to th 
character of the property from South street south, he stated: 


é 


“Fyrom South street south where the marsh is, it would undoubtedly cost 
too much to make it suitable for residential purposes, I think there is no doubt 
about that.” $ 


Mr. Fleming asked him:— 
“May I ask one question? Is it possible for that property from this point 
to be used on the west side for anything but manufacturing purposes?” 


‘ 


Mr. Bartlett’s answer was:— 
“TJ do not think it would be; but I do not see any prospect for its being. usee 
for industrial purposes in the near future.” : 


Mr. Rodd agreed that the property in the future must be industrial. 
The district from South street south to the present terminus of the railway ame 
running almost entirely along Russell street with the exception of a small block of lane 
owned by Miss Gauthier and the Canadian Salt Company gives a Russell street frontage 
of approximately 3,000 feet. Out of the whole of this frontage, in ‘so far as property 
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on the west side of the street is concerned, which is much more immediately affected 
than property on the east side, as it is intended to place the railway on the west side 
of the street, the only owner shown to be against the proposal is Mr. Rhineholt Glunns, 
the owner of lot 24, with a frontage of some 200 feet. The construction contemplated 
north of South street runs some 1,700 feet to Huron street. The whole of this con- 
struction is not necessary, the objective point sought to be reached being the premises 
of the Cadwell-Sand Company. These premises could be reached by a railway running 
along the street only as far as lot No. 11, a distance north of South street of some 1,100 
feet. The houses on the west side of the street are north of South street. Some of 
theny are owned by the Cadwell-Sand Company, and one owner, apparently unin- 
terested either in the railway or Sand Company has ‘signed the petition. Mr. Sale 
appeared for the municipality. The municipality’s position was that it wanted the 
railway to be built, but that it should be constructed on the marsh lots lying to the 
west of Russell street. It objected to the occupancy of the street by the railway, 
owing to the fact that the street would, be narrowed, a danger created, and that its 
construction would throw liabilities on the town which it should not be asked to take. 
So far as the last point is concerned, there would, of course, be no liability on the 
town, as in case the railway is authorized, the company must maintain that part of the 
highway occupied by its tracks and 18 feet on either side, as well as all street crossings, 
so that the municipality would be put to no increased cost or liability in connection 
with the construction. 

The necessity for the spur was stated by Mr. Woollatt of the company’s executive 
as follows: 


“As far as the Essex Terminal is concerned, we have constructed a line 
here (down to the Canadian Salt Co.) at a very great expense. The biggest 
industry we have is the Canadian Salt Company, but the revenue at present 
does not begin to meet the interest on the investment. We are, therefore, very 
desirous of getting all the industries possible located on the line; and we are 
anxious, of course, to extend this, not only for the proposed factory, but for 
others that we believe will come, because it is all factory property. We have 
some thirty-eight factories. 

“The Windsor factory district is practically taken up. There is a new 
factory district in here (to the east) practically taken up. There is some vacant 
land in Walkerville, some in Ford, and some still down here; but no such 
desirable property for large industries as on the water front and down to this 
section.” 


Mr. Henderson of the Canadian Salt Company appeared in support of the applica- 
tion. In his view the district that would be served by the railway, if constructed, is 
one of the most desirable in the whole coutry for industrial works; and, if the track 
is laid, industries will be attracted to the neighbourhood. 

Mr. Henderson, from his own experience in industrial work and from his activities 
as an officer of the Canadian Manufacturers Association, is particularly well-qualified 
_to pass an opinion on the subject that he covers. hi : . 

On the view which subsequently took place, I am of the opinion that there is 
really but little doubt, if any, as to the best future for the property, and that the use 
to which it could be best put from a revenue producing standpoint is industrial. 

There is really no issue on the question, as Mr. Bartlett himself admitted that 
the property was too low and that it would cost too much to fill in for residential 
purposes. The only other use to which it would occur to me the property could 
properly be put to would be for park purposes. This) was not suggested either by 
counsel for the municipality or by any person else at the hearing) when taking the 


view. 
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If the question is one to be considered from the standpoint of property owners 
and the best ultimate development of the immediate district, apart from any other 
conditions, the application, therefore, should be granted. Can the question be so con- 
sidered? I think not. I think it is impossible to say that the municipality’s objec- 
tion to the use of the highway is captious or unreasonable. While it is true that 
the fee of highways is vested in the Crown in the right of the province for all material 
purposes, the occupancy of city streets by railway track is a question in which the 
publie right is entirely and adequately represented by the municipality. Tracks have 
been laid along and across streets with municipal consent; and the municipality’s 
objection to the occupancy of Russell street is entitled to the fullest consideration. 

As a matter of law, there isno doubt at all as to the right of the board to authorize 


the proposed construction. Prior to the constitution of the board, section 238 of 


the Railway Act of 1888 dealt with the question. The material part of that section 
reads as follows :— 
“The railway shall not be carried along an existing highway, unless leave 
therefor has been obtained from the Railway Committee. “ 


Objection had been made from time to time by municipalities against the use of 
highways for railway purposes; and an effort was made by the Union of Canadian 
Municipalities, especially supported by some of the larger cities, to obtain a charge 
in the law, so that no railway could be carried along a highway, even although the 
railway committee, or the board, was of opinion that the construction should be 
authorized. 

The ever increasing franchise value of rights to operate surface railways in large 
centres was specially ‘urged; and a change was made in the Act. The material part 
of the section in question, 235 of the present Act, reads as follows:— 


“The railway may be carried upon, along or across an existing highway 
upon leave therefor having been first obtained from the board as hereinafter 
authorized: provided that the board shall not grant leave tc any company to 
carry any street railway or tramway, or any railway operated or to be operated 
as a street railway or tramway, along any highway which is within the limits 
of any city or incorporated town, unless the company has first obtained consent 
therefor by a by-law of the municipal authority of such city or- incorporated 
town.” : 

The effect of the statute, of course, is to recognize the paramount interest of the 
municipality and require its consent as a condition precedent to the construction on 
the highway, so far as all street railways or tramways are concerned. The franchise 
rights that I have referred to are fully protected. On the other hand, Parliament has 
continued the right of railway construction of railways of the character with which 
the Railway Act is really concerned, not only across but along the highway. The 
railway in question is certainly not within the proviso. It carries on merely a freight 
business and is, in fact, a terminal freight railway, acting as a distributor of freight 
brought in by the steam lines and a collector of freight to be taken out. 

As a matter of practice, the board, in certain cases where railways were con- 
structed along highways, directed compensation to be made to property owners in 
front of whose property the railway was constructed. On its being held that the 
board had no power to compel the payment of these damages or to add to the 
company’s liability as prescribed by the appropriate sections of the Act, an amend- 
ment was made to section 235 in the year 1911. The amendment strikes out the first 
words “the railway ” of the section and substitutes therefor “subject to the company 
making such compensation to adjacent or abutting landowners as the board deems 
proper the railway of the company.” This is the provision on which Mr. Rodd relies 
for his claim as authorizing an order directing compensation to, be made to certain 
property owners. 
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I am of the opinion, however, that the application should be refused. While the 
ation is meritorious in the sense that a railway is required, that the district in 
on will undoubtedly be benefited to a greater or less extent by its construction, 
hat the proposal is supported by a majority of the property owners, I see no 
why the municipality should be compelled to contribute to the undertaking 
pplying a free right of way. Besides this, there are other grave objections. 

am of the opinion that the worst possible place to construct a railway is along 
aighway. ‘The interference of the proper use of the highway is not to be questioned ; 
d it is only a question ‘of time, in most instances, before the conflict of the rival 
s becomes highly objectionable. 

_ As things are now, I am free to admit that a track down Russell street would 
ke little or no difference. The street is unimproved; there seem to be only two 
uses on it from South street to the Salt works, and those on the east side; there is 
le or no traffic on it to be much inconvenienced by the railway. But, on the other 
nd, Mr. Henderson properly urges its construction by reason of the fact that 
Justries would be established and the line would become busy and useful. If this 
pened, manifestly the street would also become busy and the conflict between 
hway use and railway operation would become apparent. The application should 
refused. 

The lot-owners to the west of the street, who are so much interested in the 
astruction of the line, could, one would think, arrange for a right of way through 
air properties at a cost which would not prohibit the undertaking. These landowners 
uld be benefited by the construction of the railway; and it is only fair that, in the 
it instance, they should supply the right of way for the railway which would 
ia their property and’which they desire the city to give free of cost, or, on the 


ier hand, if exorbitant sums are demanded for the right of way, that their property 
ud continue without railway facilities, rather than that the municipality should 
obliged to contribute towards furnishing them. 
It may be said that in a case like the present, where the construction of the line 
Id be of obvious advantage, that the board is not properly exercising the discretion 
upon it by the Act; and that, in view of the above findings, justified both by 
idence and by the view, an order should be made as asked. I do not so regard 
estion at all. 
ivil, municipal and provincial rights have, to an extent, of necessity to be 
ed if a Dominion railway is to be constructed. Streets must be crossed; and I 
no doubt that instances might arise where it would be practically impossible to 
uct a railway, unless it is laid along a highway; so that, unless in such 
ces the right is reserved to the board to authorize such construction, the object 
Dominion incorporation might be entirely defeated or fail in some main pur- 
or object. Such conditions are entirely lacking here. The only difference of 
ction along the street on the one hand and on the property to the west on the 
is the practically small item of cost which the company would incur by obtain- 
right of way through what is largely an unimproved marsh area. 
fect must be given to the municipality’s objection. 
n asking counsel representing property owners to the west of the street why the 
should not be constructed through their property, the objection was made that 
were the case they would no longer be able to obtain access from their property 
g on the water front to the highway. There is no foree whatever in this con- 


“The line of the Canadian Pacific railway, for example, south of the Esplanade, 
nto, was constructed on land acquired from the property owners. It was 
lt directly between the only outlet these owners had from their properties; but, 
h proper and adequate crossing facilities reserved in each instance. 
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If the railway is constructed immediately south of the street, similar arra 
ments could be here made. If, on the other hand, the line is constructed farthe 
the west, so as to carry the railway more to the centre of the properties intere 
in this, there would again be no difficulty in arranging for crossings in the natur 
farm crossings, so that access could be had from one part of the property to the o1 


Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


APPLICATION OF THE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS, ONTARIO, T@ CROSSING C.P.R. TORO) 
SUDBURY BRANCH, LOT 10, CON. 8, TOWNSHIP OF BURWASH. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, March 24, 1915: 


The Department of Public Works of Ontario applied for the establishment ‘ 
highway crossing at a point some 300 feet north of the station at Burwash. 

As to the necessity of a crossing at some point in the neighbourhood, owing te 
improvements now being made there by the Ontario Government, there is no douk 

The company, in its answer to the application, points out that the point w! 
the crossing is proposed to be made is in the centre of its yard, that its positio 
very objectionable, because trains using the sidings would have to cut at the eros 
with the result that the view would be interfered with owing to cars standing 
either side; and the company submits that the crossing should be placed at the 
of the yard, where the main line only would be crossed and there would be no 1 
ference with the siding. 

The Department ‘of Public Works, in their answer to the company’s 
object to a crossing at the end of the yard on the grounds :— 

1st. That the Ontario government industrial farm of 11,000 acres is situ 
south of Burwash station. The approach from the south to the station east of 
railway is represented as physically impossible, owing to its rough, rocky chara 
If ‘the crossing were located at the northerly end of the yard, it would be about ‘ 
feet added travel on every trip from the farm to the station. , 

2nd. That the general store and Burwash Post Office are situated immedié 
across the railway track from the station, and all traffic between them and the st 
would also be increased by 4,000 feet. 

The board has had an inspection made by the engineer’s office. From that in 
tion, it appears that the main siding at Burwash has a length of 4,122 feet, and 
at the south end of the station grounds there is a subsidiary siding of 937 feet. 

It is, of course, manifestly better, not only in the interests of railway opera 
but in that of public safety, that crossings should not be made in station gro 
but should be made, if possible, where only one line has to be crossed and the 
cannot be obstructed by standing ears. 

The engineer, however, reports that it is impracticable to build a highway ¥ 
could be accommodated with a crossing to the south-east’ of the station gro 
owing to the peculiarly rocky and hilly formation of the ground. The engn 
further reports that, as a matter of fact, for the convenience of settlers 
neighbourhood, the Canadian Pacific itself has already provided a crossing @ 
point where the Government requires a public crossing to be made; and that, the 
being excellent, there would be little danger to the public if the crossing were all 
at the point where the department desires it. 

Owing to the length of the siding, it is improbable that the crossing wou 
necessity be blocked by many trains. ‘In case, however, the trains have to be ¢ 
the crossings as pointed out by the company, it is to be remembered that, in 
instances, the practice calls for the train-brakeman to stand at the crossing, 8¢ 
he becomes, for the time being, a watchman over siding tracks. 
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Under the exceptional circumstances of this case, I am of the opinion that the 
order should go as asked, 

The department in its application’ points out that, in the patent to the railway, 
5 per cent. of the land patented is reserved for highways. The railway company, in 
the correspondence filed, say that more than 5 per cent has already been taken for 
this purpose. No reply from the department covers this question. 

An order will, therefore, be made on the usual terms, that is, the cost of construe- 
tion and maintenance to be on the applicant. 

The right is reserved to the department to make application for the purpose of 
showing that the 5 per cent reserved has not been exhausted and is sufficient to cover 
the crossing in question, should it so desire. 


Commissioner Goodeve concurred. et a 


APPLICATION HULL ELECTRIC RY. CO. FOR APPROVAL OF STANDARD PASSENGER RATE OF 
24 CENTS A MILE. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, March 25, 1915: 


The Hull Electric Company has applied to the board for an order approving its 
standard passenger rate which has beeen fixed at 24 cents per mile. 

In ordinary practice, standard rates, both passenger and freight, are filed before 
the company’s operation commences. As contemplated by the Act, the rates must 
be approved before the company commences business operations. Such rates are, in 
effect, maximum rates, which may not be exceeded; but which are subject to consid- 
erable variations in practice. 

The Hull Electric Railway has been a railway in operation for some time. It 
was in its inception a provincial company, and its operations did not become subject 
to the jurisdiction of the board until 1913, when an Act was passed declaring the road 
to be a work for the general advantage of Canada. . ( 

As traffic is moving, and apparently moving in a satisfactory manner, under 
special tariffs, there would seem to be little or no reason why a standard mileage 
tariff should be approved of. The company already appears to have tariffs sufficient 
to provide for any movement on its line. 

- The company, however, claims that it is necessary that its standard tariff should 
be approved, in order to properly conform to the Act. 

The provisions of the Act dealing with the question are provisions which were 
drawn with particular reference to railways incorporated under it,—the standard 
tariffs both freight and passenger, having particular application to a new line which, 
as yet, was without special rates of any kind at all. 

Although no useful purpose seems to be served by the approval of the standard 
passenger tariff, the company appears to be entitled to it. The company also claims 
that it should not be unfairly discriminated against, but that its standard tariff 
should be allowed at the same rate as standard tariffs for other electric toads 
to which the board has-already given effect. 

The standard rate of 24 cents has been approved by the board in the case of the 
tariffs of the Chatham, Wallaceburg & Lake’ Erie Railway Company, the Grand 
Valley Railway Company, the. Montreal and Southern Counties Railway Company, 
the Montreal Park and Island Railway Company, the Quebec Railway Light and 
Power Company and others. For the sake of uniformity, there would seem to be no 
reason why the same standard rates should not be here recognized, so long as it is 
understood that the recognition now given is merely a form for the purpose of making 
an exact compliance with the Act. 

As before stated, usually the standard tariffs are approved of in the first instance, 
before anything is known about the earning powers of the line or the business it would 
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develop, while in the present case, a good business has already been developed by the 
company’s line. 

Under the tariffs now on file, the present rate from Ottawa to Rivermead is 10 
cents. On a standard of 24 cents the rate would be 20 cents; and on a standard of 2 
cents the rate would be 15 cents. To Wychwood, the present fare is 10 cents. This 
would become, on the 24 cent standard 25 cents; and on a 2 cent standard 20 cents. 
The present rate to Victoria hotel, at Aylmer, is 10 cents. This would become, on 
the 24 cents standard, 30 cents; and on a 2 cent standard 20 cents. The present rate 
to Queen’s Park is 10 cents. On the 24 cent standard this would become 30 cents; 
and, on a 2 cent standard 25 cents. The effect of adopting any standard rate. would 
be to more or less interfere with the present rate schedule. 

The past practice of the board will, therefore, be continued. 

The company’s returns for 1913 show a gross earning from operation of $148,368.48 
and a net return from operation of $32,717.37. For 1914, a gross earning from opera- 
tion of $161,963.04, with a net earning of $41,051.28. 

Under such circumstances, the board’s order should contain the provision that no 
toll now charged by the company for the carriage of passengers on its line is to be 
increased, unless permission of the board has been first obtained. It has to be clearly 
understood that the approval of the regular standard mileage rate is merely for the 
purpose of complying with the Act, and does not carry with it in the slightest degree 
any recognition that the company is entitled to advance any of its present rate. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioner McLean concurred. 


RE THE EDMONTON, DUNVEGAN AND BRITISH COLUMBIA RAILWAY, 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, March 26, 1915: 


No part of this road has as yet been opened for traflic by the board, but com- 
plaints have from time to time been made against the practices obtaining on the rail- 
way, which, notwithstanding the fact that the road was not opened for traffic, carried 
both freight and passengers. This practice, as the board has more than once held, 
is entirely illegal. Baker, Reynolds & Co. v. O.P.R., 10 C.R.C. 151; re Brandon, Sas- 
katchewan & Hudson Bay Railway Company, standard tariffs, file, 3370; Randall, Gee 
& Mitchell v. C.P.R., file 24299. 

Several petitions have been received by the board as to service and facilities and 
complaints made against rates charged. For example, complaint was made by Mr. 
Hunt, of Swan River, with reference to a shipment weighing 2,410 lbs. forwarded 
to him by the A. MacDonell Company, Limited. The charges made by the J. D. Mc- 
Arthur Company, Limited, for transportation from the Edmonton to Swan River 
amounted to $32.54 with a cartage charge of 96 cents, in all $33.50. The rate under 
tariffs approved by the board for railways operating in-Alberta on the same goods for- 
the same mileage, would have registered under the railway rate of $8.01 as against 
$32.54. The Swan River Improvement Association wrote pointing out that the com- 
pany charged $120 for a car of oats from Edmonton to Swan River, and on provisions 
a rate of $1.40 per 100 lbs. Under the railway tariffs approved by the board on other 
railways, the rate on a carload of oats of 30,000 pounds capacity would be $60 a car 
and for the same movement of oats in a 60,000 pounds capacity car, with a minimum 
of 56,000 pounds, $112. On produce, the rates would vary per 100 Ibs. On a 
characteristic shipment, for example, of sugar, rolled oats and flour, the authorized 
rate is 34 cents a hundred pounds. On apples by the box 46 cents a hundred pounds. 

On this matter being taken up with the Company, the only answer made is that 
the company is preparing a tariff which will be submitted at the earliest possible 
moment, and that freight has been carried to a limited extent by the contractor who 
is building the road, for the purpose of accommodating people going into the country. 
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Further allegation is made that, as a matter of fact, the service has been actually 
carried on at a loss to the contractor; and that, owing to the fact that the railway 
organization was not complete, every indulgence was asked by the Company. 

It is only justice to state that undoubtedly there is a period after the line has been 
constructed that it is reasonably safe to run over it at a low rate of speed but that the 
organization and work have not approached that point where it is feasible to give 


approval to the company to equip its operating staff and do a regular business when | 


shippers have been much convenienced by the company carrying goods, although the 
practice is entirely illegal; and it may well be that the freight and passengers carried, 
even at the high‘charge collected by this railway, were of benefit to the portion of the 
public using the service. The charges, however, claimed seem to be unreasonably high, 
even under the special conditions alleged. 

The usual practice of the Canadian Pacific in such circumstances is to charge the 
usual standard rate without applying town tariffs, commodity or through rates. 

The charges made by this railway do not appear to have been arrived at by any 
of these tariffs or to have been arrived at on any principle except as to that of how 


much could be charged without preventing traffic from moving at all. However, the | 


board has no jurisdiction in the matter. It has no jurisdiction over railways so far 
as traffic is concerned, until the proper application is made to open for traffic. The 
question of the board’s jurisdiction is fully covered by the authorities already cited. 
It may well be that, in these extreme cases, the necessity for a change in the Act is 
shown, and that for the protection of the public some provision should be made in con- 
nection with transportation charges, even before the road has passed the construction 
period. 

The company has now made application for leave to open the road for .traffic, 
and has also filed the tariffs as required by the Act. 

The tariffs filed are on the mountain scale instead of according to the prairie 
standard fixed by the judgment of the board in the Western Rates Case. 

Mr. MacDonald, who is acting for the company, urges that the higher ‘scale, 
as a matter of simple justice to the railway, should be adopted. In support of the 
application, Mr. MacDonald has written the board as follows:— ~ 


“Orrawa, March 25, 1915. 


“Dear Sir,—The Edmonton, Dunvegan and British Columbia Railway 
Company, is authorized to build a line from Edmonton to the British Columbia 
boundary, 410 miles, and the bonds are guaranteed by the province of Alberta, 


as follows :— 
Miles. Per Mile. Amount. Rate of Interest. Amount of Interest. 
350 $20,000 $7,000,009 4% $280,000 
60 20,000 1,200,000 43% 54,000 
410 $8,200,000, f $334,000 


“Tt is completed to McLennan, 262 miles from Edmonton. 

“Tn addition to the above a line is being built from township 77, range 19,. 
west 5th meridian, to Peace River Landing, and another line is projected from 
about mile 350 from Edmonton or from township 78, range 6, west 6th meridian.. 
There will also be a line from the main line to Grouard, an old settlement,. 

Slave lake. ’ 
es Re to submit to your honourable body reasons why the tariffs filed 
should be approved by the board. It is not the desire of the company to ask 
the board for anything unreasonable. It feels, however, it is entitled to a 
schedule of rates that will help at least to pay its fixed charges: 


« 
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“(1) The Edmonton, Dunvegan and British Columbia should not be 
considered in the same category as a through line and enjoying long hauls at 
profitable rates but as a eolonization road going into a new country to develop 
and establish a business which will take some years, and means considerable 
financial risk. 

“(Q) The fact that the Canadian Northern railway for reasons, financial, 
strategical, or otherwise, thought it fit to establish or to accept the prairie 
scale of rates from Edmonton to Athabasca is no reason why that scale should be 
imposed on other roads going into that vast, undeveloped, northern country. 

“(3) A glance at the latest map of Northern Alberta av published by the 
Department of the Interior will show the sparse settlement of the country 
forty miles from Edmonton. The large forest reserves adjoining the Edmonton, 
Dunvegan and British Columbia railway is another reason why it is entitled 
to the schedules as submitted. For 100 miles the proportion of land open for 
settlement is very small owing to the Lesser Slave Lake forest reserve which the 
company‘s line follows from Flatbush. 

“(4) In the province of Alberta, from 1885 to 1902, the standard rates were 
those shown in O.P.R..270. In 1902 there was a reduction of 73 per cent from 
270, and in 1914, the board authorized a reduction in the Alberta standard rates 
of 74 per cent, making the present rates in Alberta 15 per cent less than the 
standard of 30 years ago. The Pacific standard asked for is 10 per cent higher 
than No. 270, so that the request of the Edmonton, Dunvegan and British 
Columbia Railway is not unreasonable. The standard on the Calgary and 
Edmonton and the Regina, Long Lake and Saskatchewan was 25 per cent 
higher than No. 270, so that in asking for a standard 10 per cent higher than 
No. 270 the company is not making an unreasonable request. In other words, 
it asks the approval of the board to a standard 173 per cent higher than the 
standard enjoyed by the three large western lines from 1902 to August 31, 
1914, 


Passenger Fares. 


“Tf the Canadian Northern Railway feels that it can lose money in 
northern Alberta by charging the same rate of fare as in the well settled 
province of Ontario, it does not follow that another line should have to do the 
same. For about 50 miles from Edmonton the Edmonton, Dunvegan and 
British Columbia Railway and the Canadian Northern Railway run close 
together, and if the former line wants to meet the competitive conditions of 
the latter, I presume it can do so or disregard them, and this refers to freight 
and passenger traffic. 

“ Al of which is respectfully submitted. 


“(Sgd.) A. MacDONALD,” 


The Edmonton-Dunvegan line runs north out of Edmonton through a country 


almost entirely similar to that in which the Athabaska branch of the Canadian 
Northern is built. During the whole of the western rates case, no suggestion was 
made that a different scale should be applied on this branch other than the regular 
scale applying on other branches and main lines of the company. It is, of course, 
a fact that the board has recognized that in certain instances a higher rate on branch 
lines may be charged than on main lines; but no case was attempted to be made out in 
connection with the Athabaska branch. Some 70 miles out of Edmonton it may be, 
however, the traffic conditions on the Edmonton-Dunvegan may be different from 
those on the Canadian Northern, as the line may be particularly affected by the 
Lesser Slave Lake Forest Reserve, as pointed out by Mr. MacDonald in his letter. 
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am extremely loath to raise scales in the west. It is idle to hope for a finality 
sight rates, but there should be some element of permanency; and, there is, of 
no room for the contention that, as a matter of fact, the railway is constructed 
nountainous territory. The only argument for taking the mountain scale as 
licable to the railway in question would seem that it needs the money, and that 
mountain scale is higher than the prairie scale. The application of the mountain 
@-as such would not, of course, be justified. 
Jn the other hand, Mr. MacDonald has had much experience in western rates, 
very familiar with western conditions. Not only is he familiar with the con- 
but he enjoys the confidence of the shippers to a large degree. He appeared 
the western rates case as rate expert for the provinces of Alberta and 
tchewan. Although it is true that he is here acting for the railway, he is 
arly well qualified to speak as to the needs of this particular section of Alberta. 
first impression was that the board should decline sanction to any rate except 
lar scale. Under the particular circumstances of the case, and in view of 
acDonald’s claims, I think that the tariffs filed should be approved, with the 
tion that such approval does not bind the board in the slightest as to the 
ableness of the charges. The approval will also be merely temporary. 
itting of the board will be arranged for Edmonton either in the month of May 
me, when evidence will be taken by the board as to traffic conditions and opera- 
, and every opportunity given to shippers in Edmonton and the district in ques- 
0 present their views. 
s Mr. MacDonald points out, the Alberta Government is interested in the 
on to the extent of apparently the sum of $8,000,000 of guarantees, and may 
to take part in the case. All parties will have ample time in which to prepare 
ibmissions they desire to make. 
course, the adoption of even the tariffs as filed on the higher scale will mean 
+ reduction in the rates charged. For example, the rate charged Mr. Hunt, 
vould, under the tariffs filed and now approved, have only amounted to $10.44. 
missioner McLean concurred. 


INT OF E. W. ROBERTS, MONTREAL, AGAINST REFUSAL OF THE C.P.R. CO., TO ESTABLISH 


ECIAL WINTER FREIGHT RATE ON “ ROUGH, UNPEELED PULPWOOD,” AND REQUESTING 
dE ASSISTANCE OF THE BOARD IN SECURING SUCH A RATE. 


nent, Mr. Commissioner McLean, March 29, 1915 :— 


he complaint as launched by the applicant, reference was made to the fact 
e was a large amount of green, unrossed wood available for pulp manufac- 


Pulpwood is variously defined with reference to the stage and method of prepar- 
may be shipped green, with the bark on, i.e., in the “ rough.’ It may be 
ed ie., the wood is peeled in the spring when the tree is felled. Or it may be 
l, in which case it is peeled and prepared by machinery. In his complaint as 
sd, the applicant makes a comparison in weights as between the green, un- 
ood” and the “ peeled and partly seasoned” wood. But in his reply to the 
the railway company he, in dealing with the comparison of weights, refers 
ference in weight between “a cord of unseasoned, rough wood and a cord of 
ned, rossed wood.” ‘ig 

the application and in the supplemental statements a variety of ee katy: 
8 are used by the applicant to differentiate two types of pulpwood. One type 
usly described as green, unrossed, rough, unseasoned, while the other is, in 
tion, described as peeled and partly seasoned, and in another connection 
ned, rossed wood. The distinction in reality turns upon the difference in 
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weight due to the degree of seasoning, and the two kinds of wood may, therefor 


sufficiently described as unseasoned and seasoned. 

‘The applicant states that one ton of pulp is obtainable from a cord of 
The green, unrossed wood weighs: about 5,000 pounds to the cord, while the r 
wood weighs approximately three-fifths of this. There is some dispute as te 
figures, the railway stating that the unrossed wood weighs from 4,500 to 5,000 po 
and the applicant, in a subsequent letter on file, stating that the rossed wood, 
seasoned, represents a weight of 3,400 pounds. It is apparent that there is a 
siderable margin in the weight as between the unseasoned wood and the seasoned 7 

The applicant states that there is a large amount of this unrossed wood whi 
owned by operators of small means, who are unable to obtain capital to cut ane 
the wood and wait until it is sufficiently seasoned; and he is of opinion that a Sp 
rate on unrossed wood would be justifiable. His application, therefore, is _ 
special winter freight rate on the unrossed wood, to be applicable until May 10. — 
ig asked for is that the rate should be exactly the same per Car as a similar ¢ 
would amount to for the rossed wood during that period. | 

Under the tariffs, a car under thirty-five feet in length, loaded with pulpwoc 
a shipment to a point in the United States, to which destination the applicant de 
to ship, has a minimum of 35,000 pounds. When a car is over thirty-five fe 
length, there is a minimum of 40,000 pounds. The seasoned wood, when load 
the minimum, would represent 10-5 and 11-2 cords respectively; this, on the 
of 3,400 pounds. Taking the unseasoned wood at the basis of 5,000 pounds 
cord, this would represent 7 and 8 cords respectively. . 

In support of this contention, the applicant says that if the railway m 
shipper and purchaser halfway, and consented to haul the extra amount of wa 
contained in the unseasoned wood, it being stated this extra amount of wate 
be of no value to either of the partjes concerned, the railway would obtain addi 
traffic. It is stated that to-day the up-keep, overhead charges, and running chat 
the railway are the same in every respect when the engine is hauling a full 
when it is hauling one-tenth of a load, and that the only item which would be a: 
s3 the coal cost. It is stated, further that from the standpoint of the shippe 
producers, scattered along the lines of the different railways, there are num! 
settlers who at present are unable to afford to contract for large quantities 01 
and erect a rossing plant; and that if. the tariff was adjusted as requested, th 
contractor would be able to sell his product. 

The matter was set down for hearing, Subsequent to the hearing an app 
modified in some respects, but widened in others, was put in, the applicant sett 


his request as follows: 


“We request a flat car rate for all unseasoned pulpwood, fire-wood 
soft wood timber whatsoever, not sawn or manufactured, the weight ot 
shall exceed 3,400 pounds to the cord of 128 eubie feet at the time of sh 
This rate to apply during any season of the year.” 


In explanation of this, it was stated that, under this arrangement, the w 
the wood alone would decide the tariff rate, so that wood weighing 3,400 pound 
cord will come under the flat-car rate, and wood weighing less than 3,400 pov 
be charged at the present rate per cord. q 

The applicant further amended the original application by stating that he 
see why the rate asked for should not prevail during the summer as well as h 
months, and further stated that the scarcity of wood within a resonable dist 
say, Watertown, N.Y., makes a change in the present basis of freight rate im) 

The matter was taken up with the railways and the board has received a 
communication from the applicant, in reply to the answer of the railway, su 
ing his position as follows :— ; 


‘ 
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“1. All rough unseasoned wood used in the manufacture of pulp or paper 
when bought by cord measurement measuring 128 cubic feet to the cord, 
whenever the weight of same shall exceed 3,200 pounds the freight on same 
shall be reckoned by the ecarload rate instead of by weight. 

“2. The price per carload shall be equal in amount to the value in freight 
of the same car loaded with unseasoned wood on the basis of 3,200 lbs. to the 
cord, reckoned at the existing rate of freight per 100 lbs. from loading point to 
point of delivery.” 


The advantage accruing to the public and to the railroads from this arrangement 
would be as follows: 


“1. It will afford the man with only a small capital who is unable to 
erect a rossing mill, an opportunity to ship his rough wood to a mill in the 
United States that can handle said wood, and will thus increase the territory 
from which wood ean profitably be shipped, thus placing the producer and the 
consumer in more direct communication, and cutting out two or three middle- 
men’s profit. 

“9. It will benefit the railroad by increasing the traffic in pulpwood, and 
where an engine hauls three or four cars, it will provide the same engine with 
a full load. The increase of freight thus obtained will far exceed the small 
expenditure for extra coal in transporting the increased weight. 

“3. The earning power of the people having wood to sell will be increased. 
This will in turn benefit the railroads because the increased amount of goods 
purchased by those people will be hauled by the railroads at their present rate 
of freight.” 


The applicant sets out that “when I first made my request to your commission, 
J had in mind the transportation of wood under my contracts for the season of 1915.” 
He says, however, that on account of the delay necessary in the obtaining of facts 
for the board, he fears! the public cannot receive much benefit during this year, and 
he asks that the rate ‘arrangement, which he requests, should be directed to be con- 
tinued for an indefinite period. 

While the amended application takes up the question, not only of pulpwood, but 
also of “firewood, or any soft wood timber whatsoever not sawn or manufactured. 

”’? the central point in the application, whether the original or the amended 
application is considered, is the rate on the unseasoned pulpwood. __ 

The larger railway systems of Canada, including the Canadian Pacific, did away 
with the system of assessing charges on cordwood on the cord basis some years before 
the board was organized. : 

The applicant takes the necessity of the shipper of the unseasoned wood as a 
measure of what the rate should be. 

The obligation of the railway is to charge a reasonable rate. It has, however, 
so often been set out—that it is not necessary to labour it here-——that it is not the obli- 
gation of the railway to equalize the disadvantages of the shipper from the standpoint 
of costs of production. { 


Canadian Portland Cement Co. v. G.T.R. and Bay of Quinte Ry. Co. 9 Can. 


Ry. Cas. 211. \ 
i See also Canadian China Clay Oo. v. C.P.R. et al, File No, 24988. 


The applicant desires a readjustment of the rates to equalize the disadvantage in 
point of ownership of capital of those shipping the unrossed wood as compared with 
those shipping the rossed wood. The initial making of the rates is in the hands of the 
transportation agency. It is not the board’s function, as delegated by parliament, 
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to make rates to develop business, but to deal with the reasonableness of rates either 
on complaint or of its own motion. 


British Columbia News Co. v. Express Traffic Association, 13 Can. Ry. 
Cas. 178. 


A further question is concerned with the detail of the arrangement which the. 


applicant asks for as to weight. . 

The application as amended in the latest statement of the applicant sets out that 
8,200 pounds shall be the basis; that the existing rate shall apply; and that, in respect 
of any addition in weight per cord of the unseasoned wood over and above this 3,200 
pounds, there shall not be any additional charge by the railway—that is to say, if, for 
the hauling of 10 cords of seasoned wood weighing 32,000 pounds, a certain return is 
received by the railway, then for the hauling of 10 cords of unseasoned wood weighing 
50,000 pounds, the same return shall be received by the railway. That is to say, that 
in aid of the wood which is of greater weight, the railway shall charge the same rate 
as on the lower weight, thereby hauling 18,000 pounds without any additional charge. 


In the application of the Blaugas Company for a rearrangement of its classifica-. 


tion rating, the question of the weight of the cylinders used in transporting the gas 
was referred to; and the board stated, 12 Can. Ry. Cas., 304:— 


“The Blaugas Company also referred to the weight of the steel cylinder in 
which the blaugas was shipped, it being testified that a cylinder when full of the 
gas weighed 120 lbs., and that the cylinder empty weighed 100; and it apparently 
was the opinion of the company that the tare connected with the transportation 
of the gas should be considered. So far as the question of the weight of the 
cylinder is concerned, the board, in my opinion, would not be justified in eon- 
sidering this as a reason for a reduction in the outgoing rating of the cylinders 
when full. In reality, the heavier container used in connection with this gas 
as compared with the gasolene container is one of the incidents of the business. 
In this respect they may be said to have a higher cost of production, so far as 
the laying down of the commodity is concerned, and it would not be fair to 
ask the railway to equalize the differences in cost of production.” 


In the application of L’Air Liquide Society, File No. 19367-16, in regard to the 
matter of the classification of oxygen gas, reference was made by the applicant to the 
fact that oxygen gas was shipped in steel cylinders, averaging empty 100 lbs. each, 
full 108 or 109; and in the report of the board’s chief traffic officer, upon which order 
issued, the following language is to be found: 


“The preponderant weight of the container is an unavoidable trade encum- 
brance, which while accentuated in the case of gas accompanies with greater or 
less relative tare all packed articles of commerce, and cannot be differentiated 
in freight classification.” 


The situation in connection with the present application is analogous in respect 
of the difference between the weight of the seasoned wood and the weight of the 
unseasoned wood. This is a situation for which the railway is in no way responsible. 

On what is stated by the applicant, the disadvantage as to the shipment of the 
unseasoned wood is a disadvantage which arises from the fact that the shippers have 
not sufficient capital to ross wood and hold it until it is more seasoned. This, then, is 
a situation for which the railway is not responsible. 

The established basis of rate-making, so far as the unit is concerned, is 100 lbs.; 
and the unit having been so established, charges vary with weight. While the rate 
for a carlot quantity is differentiated from the rate for a less than carlot quantity, 
the basis is still 100 Ibs. It is recognized that té quote a carlot rate without indicating 
the weight that is to go on the car would create discriminatory conditions. A carload 
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intity calls for a rate based on a certain minimum. Then above this minimum and 
ited by the maximum loading of the car, the payment for the movement of the car 
ies with the weight. What is asked for here is that the weight of 5,000 lbs. or a 
Itiple thereof, shall be treated as if it were a weight of 3,200 lbs., or a multiple 
reof,—that is to say, an additional weight of 56 per cent is to be carried without 
ng charged for. 
The pulpwood rate has not been attacked as unreasonable. The board is not 
tified in directing the extension which is asked for as to the obligation of the rail- ~ 
ys in respect of the weight which is to be carried for this rate. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, and Deputy Chief Commissioner Nantel 
curred. I 
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APPENDIX “D.” 


Sir,—I have the honour to submit for the tenth report of the Board, a memora 
of the freight, passenger, express, telephone, telegraph and sleeping and parlo 
schedules filed with the Board from November 1, 1904, to March 31, 1914, and 
April 1, 1914, to March 31, 1915, inclusive; also of the more important orders rela 
to traffic issued by the Board from April 1, 1914, to March 31, 1915. 


SCHEDULES RECEIVED FROM NOVEMBER 1, 1904, TO AND INCLUDING MARCH 81, 


FREIGHT— 
Wocaletavitcsiweee ak ee eae Ieee 7,253 
Supplements.. 1. HM ae Ree 16,672 23,925 
A Tot bavmmeenOtiists Gh Ob td oO  moe Olegebes) (4 AecHMG Ge ec 15,028 
Supplenientss cee eee eer 49,842 64,870 
International tariffss.. °-. -. 0-2) +s)" => 62,548 
Supmlementse. ys h-cs eles ey cree ote 205,594 268,142 
—— 356,937 
PASSENGER— 
Local tariffs.. RET Toate bee Cure a 6,270 
Supplementsel4).ayci-e) sees 6,818 13,088 
TFOUMEEALALLS cmemclogh ele = Powers chge ae eamovo ey 3,010 
Supplements.2 8. 6. aeesgan S27 Fe 6,157 9,532 
International tariffs... .. .- 2+ ++ e+ +s 10,968 
Supplements. i. aa tee une 15,528 26,496 ye. 
—_—_—_—_—_— 49,116 
EXPRESS— 
TOCA UEATIONS tra ae? oe bijem eth fernpr eeu teten sts 4,673 
Supplements act es, lacie) acing ver, ace 49,992 54,665 
Toint tatiits sia, amen cre wie yer Beek amen 2,694 
Shipplements suis © que geveie.7 ue 10,587 13,281 
International tariffs... .. .- ++ ++ ++ +: 1,766 
Supplements... .. -- -, :- 956 2,722 
—————- 70,668 
TELEPHONE— 
TioGal FAMILES pas aks sh aie SR Mere ot en eae 908 
Supplements... ..-.- ©: 2+ #5 «2/53 844 1,752 
Toit) Carils ve eee nO leucocyte. SONS 2,018 
Supplements. Ws* ss: Seine fee Ese 2,925 - 4,943 
International tariffs.» .. .% 5. «5 «+ e» 426 
Supplements. © c-fos Ee 4,795 5,221 
—_—__—__—_ 11,916 
TELEGRAPH— wi 
MAPillS sc ech oe tools. seats pee ke are ete 89 . 
Supplementes feos e qetee sito at pte t 86 175 
SLEEPING AND PARLOUR CAR— 
WiGCalk CAVES oa) oun) tases fords ae ves Co tha eae 52 
Supplements... .. 25 226 2% s%. Jake 44 96 ae 
Joint tarifis ia Sis eee naden Le peel 25 
SuppieMentss. 6h n+ ie 3 we we ws 41 66 
International tariffs’. .. 0. 5%s5 2. [s6 6s 85 
Supplementss 2. .05 kl: ne geo «eels 66 101 
Se 263 


—_—_[—_—$—$————— 


Combined totals, all schedules.. .. .. «2 «+ ee ee ee te 489,075 
’ 
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CHEDULES RECEIVED FROM APRIL 1, 1914, TO AND INCLUDING MARCH 31, 1915. 


_FREIGHT— 


TOGO ie LES PSE iw te Piers: ei sistsi a) sep eLy> "6 1,257 
SUDDICMIOMES nia awee =. Siec Metin ve oh aie lee 2,383 3,640 
RFOUTTUMEATIIES secre ei teres reve) cfotis tk” what were vena ie 3,065 
STUDD LGIMGICS Ne whic ra liters aks, ae! Calsilive! « 6,240 9,305 
MCC EN ATION AI CALLS 4S bs a) at wom Ble Sie viens 17,190 
FSELDOOTINOTIUS fe ciao Versys 6) 96.8 yeh Sees 40,603 57,793 
y , ——_—_—_—__——_ 70,738 
PASSENGER— 
Local tariffs... PRC tice Tom PURNe ates. Satie 1,436 
A STPDLETIONTS rey alae, eles Ine fele Sie aval Sees 2,139 oD 
DOUG CAL IES a4. io braver L322 
STIPDLCMNCIMUSepetraten ume ys ef. sletl bday calle, fate 2,178 3,500 
TNESTINUULOM lt aeleLs «sete en svat) vy shelve a asi 2,060 
SUMIPISTIVETESH ein: Hee o. NEA yeielto lactic fo Malls 5,502 7,562 
SRO EVR eae 14,637 
EXPRESS— 
NVOCDIMUATITES Rete) eaves ehsyakse see! belek | faye tebe 122 
SU DIGIAVEMIES A sicigs! sheabunis in od! ys) atts, Sib 1,691 1,813 
BEOMOMEEE ACLS ert revell = eee) pe ein wia ele! Tey “leva | lols 776 
SUMDDICTHEMUES Stes a eye tehe Gk ise leu) ome 1,071 1,847 
International tariffs. . il 
Supplements. . 3 4 
3,664 
| TELEPHONE— 
), MMOGA CIES sie worl syqisire 6) cash ee 4 
i Sip plementsearinn = | arate weer net 28 32 
| ROME TILES erratic aylle ths eiteedreye)) oe tae's 203 
i SipDleMenES sk yee altars curls (Ry 1,609 1,812 
| Mnternational: tavittsdc, esl se ee wy 1 
Supplementsic 4... Seka ya ele ee 1,013 1,014 
——— 2,858 
TELEGRAPH— 
WE ifeS: os teal eles 10 
Supplements.. .. 13 23 
SLEEPING AND PARLOUR CAR— 
| Local tariffs. . ha eto Reet eae RCSL 4 
SUpDlemMents tay d-lelea lea ber) yee 8 14 18 
BOM AC AE Et ey ete iiere tere aa Tesiiey alse toue. yer'ey Bs 3 
SuOlements minaret seas was el att) 22 
a International tariffs. . j 5 9 
; SMG DlemMents enim splat) aie se asiiss che 48 57 
| ————_—_—— 97 
i Combined totals, all schedules.. 92,017 
1 GRAND TOTAL. .».. ; 581,092 
, 
if 


fe ey 
SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC ORDERS OF GENERAL INTEREST ISSUED 


2 : DURING THE YEAR ENDED MARCH 31, 1915. 


No. 2156, April 1, 1914--Approves the Montreal and Southern Counties Ry. 
Ws Standard Tariff of Maximum Mileage Tolls for freight traffic, C.R.C. No. 1. 
No. 21629, April 11, 1914.—Enlarges the express collection and delivery limits 
‘the city of Regina, Sask., as fixed by Order No. 14906, September 14, 1911. 
No. 21686, April 22, 1914—Disallows increased rates by the railway companies 
erating from Windsor, Ont., on caustic soda and bleaching powder, in carloads, 
nufactured at Sandwich, Ont. 
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No. 21743, April 20, 1914.—Approves an agreement between the Bell Teleph 
Company and the Municipal Corporation of the township of bh dated Ma 
31, 1914, for the interchange of telephone services. 

No. 21746, May 4, 1914.—Disallows an increased rate of the Grand Trunk R 
way Company on clay for manufacturing purposes, from Waterdown to Swansea a 
Mimico, Ont. 

No. 21765, May 6, 1914.—Approves Supplement No. 4 to the Express Classifi 
tion for Canada, No. 3. 

No. 21777, May 2, 1914.—Approves an agreement between the Bell Teleph 
Company and the Byron Telephone Company for the interchange of telepho 
services. 

No. 21781, May 7, 1914.—On rehearing the Dominion Sugar Company of Walla 
burg, Ont., myahiad reduced rates on sugar, in carloads, from Wallaceburg to Toron 
and Hamilton, of 103 cents and 113 cents per 100 pounds respectively, on an increas 
minimum load of 40,000 pounds per car. 

No. 21786, May 8, 1914.—Disallows certain notices of the rfilway compan 
entering Windsor, Ont., debarring industries on the Essex Terminal Railway Co 
pany from joint through rates on Windsor basis on international traffic. 

No. 21789, May 12, 1914.—The Grand Trunk, Canadian Pacific and Canadi 
Northern Railway Companies, having increased their rates to Montreal on lumb 
for local delivery and for export, for the season of 1913, directed to reinstate 

“export” rates of 1912 from Pembroke, Waltham, Maniwaki and intermediate no 
and south shore shipping points, including Ottawa and Hull. 

No. 21802, May 13, 1914.—Approves an agreement between the Bell Telephe 
Company and the Pontiac Rural Telephone Company for the interchange of teé 
phone services. 

No. 21877, May 26, 1914.—Canadian Northern Express Company, to publish joi 
rates on fruit and vegetables from’ Prince Edward County to points beyond or } 
Smiths Falls, in connection with the Canadian and Dominion Express Compani 
not to exceed the rates of these latter companies from the Niagara District to 
same destinations. * 

No. 21899, May 26, 1914.—Grand Trunk Railway Company given operat 
privileges on the spur line of the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway Compa: 
to the National Steel Car Company’s plant at Hamilton. 

No. 21903, May 29, 1914.—Approves an agreement for interchange of telepho 
services between the Bell Telephone Co. and the Alanwick Rural Telephone Oo, 

No. 125 (general order) May 30, 1914.—Gives effect to the terms of the ju 
ment, dated April 6, 1914, in what is known as the Western Rates Case. 

No. 21943, June 5, 1914.—Authorizes the opening of a portion of the Ess 
Terminal Ralees as a.connection for through traffic between the Canadian Padi 
Railway and the Michigan Central Railway routed via the Windsor-Detroit tunnél 

No. 21946, June 2, 1914-~-Approves an agreement for interchange of telepht 
services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Bobeaygeon Rural Teleph 
Company. 

No. 21947, June 4, 1914.—Extends the express collection and delivery limits 
Banff, Alberta, as fixed by Order No. 18740, dated February 20, 1913. 

No. 21958, June 8, 1914.—Reduces the joint rate of the Canadian Pacific 
Grand Trunk Railway Companies on coke from the Consumer’s Gas Compan, 
siding at Toronto to North Toronto from 95 cents to 65 cents per net ton. 

No. 21980, June 8, 1914.—Approves an agreement for interchange of teleph 
services hopiear the Bell Telphone Co. and the King Telephone Company. 


No. 21981, June 13, 1914.—Defines express collection and delivery limits in 
town of Morse, Sask. . 
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No. 22007, June 8, 1914——Approves an agreement for interchange of telephone 
services between the Bell Telephone Co. and the municipal corporation of the, township 
of Brooke. 

No. 22013, June 17, 1914.—Approves, with certain additions, Supplement No. 3 
to the Canadian Freight Classification No. 16. 

No. 22036, June 17, 1914,—Approves an agreement for interchange of telephone 
services between the Bell Telephone Co. and the Caradoc-Ekfrid Telephone Co. 

No. 22127, July 2, 1914—Joint order of the Board of Railway Commissioners 
for Canada and the Ontario Railway and Municipal Board, apportioning between the 
Grand Trunk and the Galt, Preston and Hespeler Street Railway Co. the costs of 
installations of interchange tracks at Galt, Preston, Berlin and Waterloo, Ont., as 
provided by Order No. 17064, July 5, 1912. 

No. 22063, June 25, 1914——Extends the period fixed by Order No. 20942, dated 
December 1, 1913, for the approval of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s Tele- 
graph tolls until December 1, 1914. 

No, 22064, Juine 25, 1914.—Extends the period fixed by Order No, 20946, dated 
December 1, 1913, for the approval of the Great North Western Telegraph Company’s 
tolls until December 1, 1914. 

No. 22067, June 25, 1914—-Extends the period fixed by Order No, 20950, dated 
December 1, 1913, for the approval of the White Pass and Yukon companies route’s 
telegraph tolls until December 1, 1914. 

No. 22068, June 25, 1914.—Extends the period fixed by Order No. 20951, dated 
December’1, 1913, for the.approval of the Grand Trunk Pacific Telegraph tolls until 
December 1, 1914. 

No, 23115, July 3, 1914—Approves an agreement for the interchange of tele- 
phone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Harrietsville Telephone 
Association, Limited. 

No. 22162, July 6, 1914—Approves an agreement for the interchange of tele- 
phone services between the Bell Telephone Co. and the Alice Telephone Company, 
Limited. 
¢ No. 22163, July 7, 1914.—Approves an agreement for the interchange of tele- 

phone services between the Bel] Telephone Company and the Wallacetown and Lake 
Shore Telephone Association, Limited. 

_ No, 22189, July 10, 1914.—Restores a special interswitching toll of three dollars 
per car to be charged by the Grand Trunk Railway Company for interchanging traffic 
between the Grand Trunk railway and the town spur at Fergus, Ont., as fixed by 
special contract between the parties. 

No, 22200, July 11, 1914—Prohibits the carriage by express of liquid and scrap 
celluloid, and prescribes the conditions under which articles composed wholly or partly 
of celluloid may be carried by express companies. 

No, 22220, July 16, 1914.—Extends the Toronto rate to York, Ont., on coal from 
Detroit and Niagara Frontier gateways. ; 

No, 22228, July 20, 1914—Amends the judgment of the board in the western 
rates case, so-called, by substituting Thornton for Hinton as the point of juncture 
of the “ Prairie” and “ Mountain” rate scales of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway 
Company. : Ht ha 

No. 22230, July 20, 1914.—Prescribes express collection and delivery limits in the 
town of Miles, Sask. ; 

No. 22231, June 30, 1914.—Amends Order No. 19849, May 380, 1913, by extending : 
the free area therein defined for the collection and delivery of express freight at St. 
Boniface, Man. f i , 

No, 22237, July 18, 1914.—Requires the Grand Trunk and Canadian. Pacific rail- 
way companies to provide special tariffs of “ arbitrary ” rates to apply within Canada 
on through shipments of lumber from points south of the Ohio and Potomac rivers. 
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No. 22246, July 22, 1914.—Extends the limits fixed by Order ‘No. 13418 of Decem- 
ber 31, 1912, for the free collection and delivery of express freight at Winnipeg, Man. 

No. 129 (General Order) July 22, 1914.—-No toll contained in any special or 
competitive freight or express tariff to be advanced until it has been in force at least 
thirty days. Applications for suspension or postponement of any increased rate or 
charge to be filed with the board at least fourteen days before the date when the said 
rate or charge is proposed to become effective, provided that this requirement may be 
varied by the board of its own motion or on special grounds advanced. 

No, 22315, August 4, 1914.—Extends the limits fixed by Order No. 19583 of June 
9, 1913, for the ‘free collection and delivery of express freight at Windsor, Ont. 

No. 22837, August 5, 1914.—Approves standard maximum freight tariff C.R.O. 
No. W-793 to apply from September 1, 1914, locally between stations on the lines of 
the Canadian Northern Railway Company west of and including Port Arthur in the 
provinces of Manitoba, Saskatchewan and Alberta. 

No, 22374, August 10, 1914.—Extends the limits fixed by Orders Nos. 14906 and 
21629 for the free collection and delivery of express freight at Regina, Sask. 

No, 22412, August 17, 1914.—Approves standard maximum freight tariff C.R.C. 
No, 1948 to apply from September 1, 1914, locally between stations and ports of call 
on the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s lines west of and including Port Arthur 
in the provinces of Manitoba, Saskatchewan, Alberta and British Columbia. 

No, 22419, August 20, 1914.—Approves standard maximum tariff C.R.C, No, 4439 
chargeable between the Dominion Express Company’s offices in Vancouver Island. 

No. 22454, August 14, 1914-—The Algoma Central Railway Company ordered to 
continue, by the restoration of cancelled tariffs, the use and maintenance of its wharf 
facilities, at Michivicoten, Ont., to accommodate traffic offering at that point. 

No. 22456, August 17, 1914.—Approves supplement No. 6 to the express classifi- 
eation for Canada No. 3. 

No, 22474, August 31, 1914—Approves standard maximum freight tariff O.R.C. 
No. 22, to apply from September 1, 1914, locally between stations on the Grand Trunk 
Pacific Railway Company’s lines west of and including Port Arthur in the provinces 
of Ontario, Manitoba, Saskatchewan and British Columbia. 

No. 22482, August 31, 1914—Approves an agreement for the interchange cf 
telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Municipal Corpora- 
tion of the township of Waterloo, Ont. 

No. 22486, September 1, 1914.—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Muskoka, Victoria 
and Haliburton Telephone Company, Limited. 

No. 22490, September 4, 1914—Approves Standard Maximum Freight Tariffs 
O.R.C. Nos. 1057 to 1063, inclusive, to apply from September 1, 1914, locally between 
stations on the Great Northern Railway Company’s lines in Manitoba and British 
Columbia. ; 

No. 22497, September 3, 1914—Approves an agreement for the interchange of: 
telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and, the Thedford, Arkona 
and East Lambton Telephone Company, Limited. 

No. 22498, September 3, 1914—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
telephone services: between the Bell Telephone'Company and the Lambton Telephone 
Company, Limited. 

No. 22544, September 14, 1914—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Huntsville and Lake | 

of Bays Telephone Company, Limited. 

No. 22547, September 14, 1914—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Second Line Drum- 
mond Telephone Company, Limited. 

No. 22572, September 17, 1914——Approves‘an agreement for the interchange of 
telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Municipal Corporation 
-~f the township of Pelee. 
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No. 22591, September 22, 1914.—Approves International Bridge and Terminal 
Company’s Standard Maximum Freight Tariff, C.R.C. No. 1. 

_ No. 22607, September 23, 1914.—Approves British Columbia Electric Railway 
Company’s Standard Maximum Freight Tariff, C.R.C. No. 23, to apply between the 
company’s stations on the Vancouver and Lulu Island Railway and the Vancouver, 
Fraser Valley and Southern railway. 

No. 22632, September 21, 1914.—Extends the Dominion Express Co.’s free cartage 
limits at Swift Current, Sask., as fixed by Order No. 20463, September 30, 1913. 

No. 182 (General Order) October 2, 1914—Restores mixed carload arrangements 
with respect to groceries and dried fruits, also foreign and native liquors, to destina- 
tions west of and including Port Arthur, said arrangements having been cancelled 
by the carriers September 1, 1914. 

No. 22652, September 30, 1914.—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Burnt River Tele- 
phone Company, Limited. 

No. 22657, October 2, 1914—Approves Canadian Northern Railway Company’s 
Standard Maximum Freight Tariff, C.R.C. No. 513, to apply between stations on the 
company’s lines east of Port Arthur, Ont. 

No. 22664, October 6, 1914—Prescribes reduced commodity rates on cobble, 
crushed, field and rubble stone from Grand Trunk Windmill Point siding to points 
on the Grand Trunk Railway and Michigan Central R.R., in the Niagara district. 

No. 22705, October 13, 1914—Approves Standard Maximum Freight ‘Tariff, 
C.R.C. No, E-1, of the Express Department of the Halifax and South Western Rail- 
way Company. 

No. 22720, October 18, 1914—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Sparta Rural Tele- 
phone Company, Limited. - 

No. 22777, October 27, 1914.—Approves an agreement for the interchange of tele- 
phone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the South Ham Telephone 
Company, Limited. 

No, 22779, October 28, 1914.—Approves Standard Maximum Freight Tariff, C.R.C. 

No. 268, of the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway Co. 

No. 22798, October 31, 1914—Approves Great Northern Railway Company’s 

Standard Maximum Freight Tariff, C.R.C. No. V-36, applying between stations on 
_ the Victoria and Sidney railway. 

No. 22802, November 3, 1914.—Defines the area at Kentville, N.S., within which 
the tolls of the Dominion Express Company include collection and delivery. 

No. 22821, November 2, 1914—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Chapleau Rural 
Telephone Company, Limited. 

No. 22834, November 7, 1914.—Defines the area at Red Deer, Alberta, within 
which the tolls of the Dominion Express Company include collection and delivery. 

No. 22860, November 10, 1914—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Municipal Corpora- 

tion of the township of Thessalon. 
No. 22864, November 12, 1914.—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and La Compagnie Telephone 
«St. Chester. . 
i ae a November 16, 1914.—Approves Standard Maximum Freight Tariff, 
C.R.C. No. 3, of the Express Department of the Montreal and Southern Counties Rail- 
_ way Company to apply between Montreal and Longueuil and intermediate points. 
No. 22874, November 16, 1914.—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
- telephone service between the Bell Telephone Company and La Compagnie de Téléphone 
Electrique de Lotbiniére. 
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No. 22895, November 25, 1914.—Approves Supplement: No. 4 to the Canadian — 
Freight Classification No. 16. 
No. 22901, November 25, 1914.—Further extends, until July 1, 1915, the time — 
limited by section 4, chapter 61, 7-8 Edward VII, for the approval of tolls for the | 
transmission of messages between points in Canada west of and including Sudbury, 
also between points west of Sudbury and points east thereof and east of and including 
Windsor, Ont., charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s telegraphs. 
No. 22902, November 25, 1914.—Further extends, until July 1, 1915, the time 
limited by section 4, chapter 61, 7-8 Edward VII, for the approval of tolls for the 
transmission of messages between points in Canada west of North Bay, also between 
points west of North Bay and points east thereof and east of and including Windsor, — 
Ont., charged by the Great Nortn Western Telegraph Company of Canada. 
No. 22903, November 25, 1914.—Further extends, until July 1, 1915, the time — 
limited by section 4, chapter 61, 7-8 Edward VII, for the approval of tolls for the 
transmission of messages between points in Canada except between local offices on the 
Ottawa division, and between them and Swanton, Vermont, charged by the Grand 
Trunk Pacific Telegraph Company. 

No. 22904, November 25, 1914——Further extends, until July 1, 1915, the time — 
limited by- section 4, chapter 61, 7-8 Edward VII, for the approval of tolls for the 
transmission of messages between points in Canada, charged by the White Pass and 
Yukon route. 

No. 22921, November 26, 1914.—Approves Standard Maximum Freight Tariff, 
O.R.C. No. 27, of the Kettle Valley Railway Company, to apply between its stations in 
British Columbia. 

No. 22949, December 8, 1914.—Approves Standard Maximum Passenger Tariff, 
C.R.G. No. E-488, of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to apply between. the 
company’s stations east of and including Port Arthur, in the provinces of Ontario and 
Quebec, on the basis of three cents per mile. 

_ No. 22953, December 2, 1914—Approves an agreement for the interchange of tele- 
phone services between the Bell Telephone Company and La Compagnie Telephone 
Local de Ham Nor. 

No. 22955, December 4, 1914—Approves Standard Maximum Freight Tariff, — 
G.R.C. No. F-1, of the Halifax and South Western Railway Company. 

No, 22962, December 4, 1914—Approves Standard Maximum Passenger Tariff, 
O.R.C. No. P-1, of the Halifax and South Western Railway Company on the basis of 
three cents per mile. 

No. 22973, December 7, 1914.—Sanctions certain minor changes in and additions 
to the express merchandise receipt previously prescribed by the board, 

No. 22976, December 10, 1914.—Defines the limits of the area at St. Jerome, Que., 
within which the tolls of the Dominion Express Company include collection and | 
delivery. j 

No. 22991, December 17, 1914.—Defines delivery limits for express freight at 
Lacombe, Alberta. 

No. 23008, December 11, 1914—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Municipal Corpora- 
tion of the village of Brussels. 

No. 28011, December 17, 1914—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Princeton and 
Drumbo Telephone Company, Limited. ; 

No. 133 (General Order), December 19, 1914.—Suspends the proposed cancellation 
by the railway companies, January 1, 1915, of the arrangements whereby mixed car- 
loads of foreign liquors, and mixed carloads of groceries, classified fifth class in straight 
carloads, and dried fruits, classified fourth class in straight carloads, are carried at 
their respective carload rates between points west of and including Port Arthur, an 
thereto from eastern shipping points. i 
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: No. 23022, December 23, 1914.—Defines collection and delivery limits for express 
freight at Cobalt, Ontario. ; 
No. 28116, January 9, 1915—Approves an agreement for the interchange of tele- 
_ phone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Central Dufferin Tele- 
phone Association, Limited. 
= No. 23137, January 11, 1915.—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
_ telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Canadian Telephone: 
Company. : 
No.-23188, January 13, 1915.—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the municipality of the 
township of Dover. 
No. 23197, January 23, 1915—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
__ telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Elmsley South Rural 
_ Telephone Company. 5 : 

No. 184 (General Order), January 25, 1915.—Requires railway companies west of 
Lake Superior, before receiving authority for the carriage of traffic on any extension 
- of their existing railway systems, in addition to the standard tariffs, to publish and 
_ file-the appropriate supplementary special class or “town” tariffs, mileage commodity 
_ tariffs, special tariffs on grain to the Lake Superior terminals, and on lumber from 
_ British Columbia, as these may be applicable to the territories to be served by the 
- said new lines. 

No, 23243, February 1, 1915—-Approves an agreement for the interchange of tele- 
-_ phone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Roman Catholic Episcopal 
_ corporation of the diocese of Kingston. 
_ No. 28244, February 1, 1915.—Approves an agreement for the interchange of tele- 
_ phone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Plummer, Aberdeen and 
_ Galbraith Rural Telephone Association, Limited. 
2 No. 23246, February 4, 1915.—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
_ telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Apsley Telephone 
~ Company. 
is No. 23255, February 5, 1915.—Defines the area within which the express com- 
us panies shall make free collection and delivery services in Fort Frances, Ont. 
No. 23256, February 5, 1915.—Approves an agreement for the interchange of tele- 
Ee phone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Thamesville Telephone 
Company, Limited. ¢ " 
Ee No. 23263, February 6, 1915.—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
_ telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Katevale Telephone 
~ Company. : 

No. 28332, February 23, 1915.—Prescribes basis for joint lumber rates between the 
- Western Canada Power Company’s railway and the Canadian -Pacific railway, via 
| Ruskin, B.C. 
2 No. 23351, February 23, 1915.—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
_ telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Sunderland Telephone 
- Company, Limited. 
No. 23352, February 23, 1915.—Approves an agreement for the, interchange of 
telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Stroud Telephone 
Company, Ltd.; the municipal corporation of the township of Johnson, and_ the 
_ municipal corporation of the township of Tarbutt and Tarbutt additional. 
= . No. 23362, February 25, 1915—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
telephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the municipal corpora- 
ion of the village of Blyth. 
No. 23364, February 27, 1915.—Approves an agreement for the interchange of 
elephone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the municipal corporation 
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of the township of Laird, and rescinds Order No. 9653, dated February 21, 1910, 
approving a previous agreement. ; 

No. 23868, March 1, 1915.—Approves an agreement for the interchange of tele- 
phone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Tarentrous Telephone 
Company, Limited, and rescinds Order No. 12251, dated November 11, 1910, approving 
a previous agreement. ‘ 

No. 23375, February 26, 1915.—Grand Trunk and Canadian Northern railway 
companies jointly required to publish a tariff of joint rates on coal from Prescott, Ont., 
ex-United States, to all points on that portion of the Canadian Northern Railway 
‘Company’s line formerly known as the Brockville, Westport and Northwestern rail- 
way, via Lyn. 

No. 23392, March 4, 1915—Canadian Pacific Railway Company, required to 
accept shipments of perishable freight in heated cars during the winter season on all. 
its lines west of Port Arthur, and prescribing the terms and conditions of carriage. 

No. 23414, March 18, 1915.—Approves an agreement for the interchange of tele- 
phone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the West Garafraxa Tele- 
phone Co-operative Association, Limited. 

No. 135 (General Order), Mar 22, 1915—Establishes bases for commodity rates on 
newsprint paper, in carloads, from manufacturing points in Eastern Canada to points 
west of Fort William. 

No. 23444, March 28, 1915.—Approves an agreement for the interchange of tele- 
phone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Ayr Rural Telephone 


Company, Limited. 
No. 23447, March 12, 1915.—Approves Standard Passenger Tariff, C.R.C., No. 4, 


of the Hull Electric Company. 

No. 23455, March 24, 1915—Approves an agreement for the interchange of tele- 
phone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the East Gray Telephone 
Company, Limited. 

No. 23461, March 24, 1915.—Approves an agreement for the interchange of tele- 
phone services between the Bell Telephone Company and the Wakefield and Masha 
Telephone Company. 

No. 136 (General Order), March 25, 1915.—Approves an amended form of special 
contract, or “release” limiting the responsibility of carriers in connection with th 
earriage of household goods, furniture and settlers’ effects (second-hand). 

No. 137 (General Order), March 26, 1915.—Approves an amendment to th 
express classification for Canada No. 3, providing a basis of charges for storag 
batteries, also conditions of carriage thereof. 

No. 188 (General Order), March 25, 1915.—Approves an amendment, to th 
express classification for Canada No, 3, providing a basis of charges for movi 
picture films, also conditions of carriage thereof. 


I have the honour to be, sir, 
Your obedient servant, 


J. HARDWELL. 
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APPENDIX “Ek.” 


4 


“LIST OF INSPECTIONS MADE BY THE ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 
FROM APRIL 1, 1914, TO MARCH 31, 1915. 


April 1.—Inspection of-drainage on Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 

railway re complaint of P. J. Roach, Cherrywood, Ontario. 

April 1.—Inspection of half interlocker at crossing of Great Northern railway 
by Canadian Pacific railway, Crowsnest branch, at Baynes Lake, B.C. ; 
April 4.—Inspection of interlocking plant at crossing of Canadian Pacific railway, 
double track, by Grand Trunk railway, single track, at Milton, Ont. 

April 7.—Inspection of bridge No. 11-3, Stanbridge subdivision, Quebec, Cana- 
dian Pacific railway. 

April 9.—Inspection of bridge No. 18-7, St. Gabriel subdivision, Quebec, Cana- 
dian Pacific railway. 

April 13.—Inspection for removal of speed restrictions on Kootenay Central 
BCO.P.R.), mile 0 to 41. 

April 15.—Inspection for traffic of Lethbridge subdivision, bridge 91-1, on 
Canadian Pacific railway. 

h April 15—Inspection for traffic of Lethbridge subdivision, bridge 15-6, on Cana- 
dian Pacific railway. 

April 15.—Inspection of culvert re complaint of lumber company, Kingston and 
Pembroke subdivision, Clyde Forks, Ont., Canadian Pacific railway. 

April 20.—Inspection of interlocking plant at crossing of Canadian Pacific rail- 
way on Calgary-Edmonton line by Grand Trunk Pacific railway in the city of 
‘Calgary. 

} April 21.—Inspection for traffic interlocking plant crossing Canadian Pacific 
railway, section 35-24-27, west 4th meridian, by Canadian Northern railway, Calgary 
‘subdivision. 

April 22—Inspection of Cain, Edward, Aaron, Weber and Waterloo street 
erossings on Grand Trunk railway at Berlin, Ont. 

April 24—Inspection of interlocking plant at crossing of Hamilton Radial rail- 
way by the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo railway at Barton street, Hamilton, Ont. 
April 24—Inspection of Sherman Inlet drainage on the Grand Trunk railway at 
Hamilton, Ont. 

_ April 24.—Inspection of Bridge street, Yarker, Ont., re complaint of conditiom . 
“of Canadian Northern railway crossing. 

April 24.—Inspection of line re fencing on the Montfort branch of the Canadian 
poten Quebec railway. 

Ne April 28.—Inspection for opening for trafic, G.T.P. Railway Company’s Young 
_ Prince Albert branch, from Wakaw, mile 57 to end of track, mile 87 distance 30 
_ Iniles. 

April 30.—Inspection opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
‘northeasterly line of double track from mile 0 to 9-92, and second track of the Emerson 
subdivision from mile 0 to 2-03, and Lac du Bonnet subdivision, second track from 
Whittier Junction, mile 0 to 2-90. } ‘ 
___ April 30.—Inspection Canadian Pacific railway re interlocking plant where its 
Brandon branch crosses the tracks of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s Oak 
Point subdivision, at Woodman, mile 5-6. 
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April 30.—Inspection of culvert re complaint of Lumber Company, Kingston 
and Pembroke subdivision, Clyde Forks, Ont., of Canadian Pacific railway. 

May 1.—Inspection opening for traffic of the Canadian Northern railway, Oak 
Point branch to Gypsumville, distance 97 miles. 

May 2.—Inspection re interchange between Canadian Pacific railway and Grand 
Trunk Pacifie at Calgary. 

May 4.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the new second track of the Cana- 
dian Pacific railway, Swift Current subdivision, mile 109-4 to 110-5, distance 1-1 
miles. : 

May 5.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern railway, Calgary subdivision, re 
eulvert in township 31-13-17, west 4th meridian. ; 

May 5.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany’s branch, from Woodrow, mile 145-7 to Shaunavon, mile 230-8, distance 85-1 
miles, with a view of removing speed limitation of 18 miles per hour for the first 62 
miles, and 10 miles an hour over the remaining 23-1 miles. ; 

May 5.—Inspection of bridge No. 133-28 on the Sudbury subdivision of the Cana- 
dian Pacific railway. . : 

May 6.—Inspection of drainage on the Canadian Pacifie railway in the township 
of McDonald near Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario. 

May 6.—Inspection of track of the Wabash railroad, Ekfrid, Ont. 

May 7.—Inspection of work done at public road crossing on the line of the Grand 
Trunk railway at Prairie siding, Ontario. 

May 7.—Inspection of roadbed of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Com- 
pany, Sudbury to Lake Joseph, Ontario. 

May 8.—Inspection of McPherson spur, two miles west of Puslinch, Ont., on the 
Canadian Pacific railway. 

May 8.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway siding west of Toronto, Ontario. 

May 8.—Inspection of bridges, Middle division, district 15th of the Grand Trunk 
railway, Ont. 

May 11.—Inspection of street crossing on the line of the Canadian Pacific rail- 
way, re protection asked for by town of Three Rivers, Quebec. 

May 12.—Inspection of proposed location of the Lake Erie and Northern railway 
at Port Dover, Ontario. A 

May 12.—Inspection of the Great Northern railway re subway on Cox street, 
Fernie, B.C. ‘ 

May 13.—Inspection of station layout and retaining walls of the Lake Erie and 
Northern railway at Brantford, Ontario. 

May 14—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway bridge No. 144-4, Portal 
subdivision re replacement of existing timber trestle. 

May 14.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway re replacement of existing 
timber trestle over bridge No. 144-8, Portal subdivision. 

May 16.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, new second main line track 
between St. John and Iberville Junction, St. John, Quebec. 

May 16.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway, re farm crossing for Damase 
Goyette, Iberville, Quebec. 

May 16.—Inspection re condition of fences, road crossings, bridges, ete., on the 
Calgary subdivision of the Canadian Northern railway between Calgary and Drum- 
heller. 

May 18—lInspection of Canadian Northern railway re crossing for N. Lalonde, 
St. Genevieve, Quebec. ; 

* May 18—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, 
Snowflake branch, distance 10 miles. 

May 19.—Inspection of the southern division of the Quebec, Montreal and South- 

ern railway re repairs to bridge and culvert. - 
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May -20.—Inspection of work done at public road, as per Board’s order, ou the 
Canadian Pacific railway, Melbourne, Quebec. 
as May 26.—Inspection of Grand Trunk railway culvert and drainage area of 
_ Jackson creek, re complaint of farmers of St. Blaise, Que. 
May 27.—Inspection of diversion of Thurlow railway under the Campbellford, 
Lake Ontario and Western railway. 
May 27.—Inspection of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway for 
- opening of traffic. 
. May 28.—Inspection of crossing of George street, Cobourg, Ontario, by the Camp- 
~ bellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway. 
. May 28.—Inspection of farm crossing for Mr. Bickle on the Campbellford, Lake 
_ Ontario and Western railway. 
_ ~ May 28.—Inspection of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway re 
protection of freight spurs on Wellington st., Bowmanville, Ont. 

May 28.—Inspection of road crossing on Campbellford, Lake Ontario and West- 
ern railway at lot 2, concession 3, township of Oso, Ont. 

May 28.—Inspection of road crossing on Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
railway at lot 2, concession 5, township of Oso, Ontario. 

May 28.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s culvert and ditch, 
Port McNicoll subdivision, re drainage complaints. 

June 4.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk Pacific Railway 
Companies re interchange at Calgary. 

June 4.—Inspection of street crossings in town of Oshawa on the line of the 
Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway. 

June 5.—Inspection in connection with complaint of J. N. Neuret, Invermay, 
Sask., against the Canadian Northern railway, re proposed closing crossing at road- 
way, sections 2 and 11, west 2nd meridian. (Reported Dec. 1, 1914.) 

June 6.—lInspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway crossing at mile 112-5, 
Kerrobert subdivision. 

June 6.—Inspection for opening for traffic of bridge 57-1 of the Canadian Pacific 
railway, Cascade subdivision. 

June 6—Inspection for opening for traffic of bridge 112-2 of the Canadian Pacific 
railway, Cascade subdivision. 

June 6.—Inspection for opening for traffic of bridge 113-5 of the Canadian Pacific 
_ railway, Cascade subdivision. 

June 6.—Inspection for opening for traffic of bridge 93-5 of the Canadian Pacifie 
_ railway, Cascade subdivision, 

June 8.—Inspection for opening for traffic from Osborne bay to Westholme, 2-5 
miles, of the Esquimalt and Nanaimo railway COLP a) ; 

June 8.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacifie railway, 
Bassano—Empress line, mile 0 to 118-3, and the Northwest Swift Current Line, mile 
110-8 to 111-8. ; 

June 8.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway subway in the township of 
Albion, Cedar Mills, Ontario. 

June 8.—-Inspection of viaduct between St. Thomas junction and Talbot yard, on 
the line of the Pére Marquette Railroad, St. Thomas, Ont. 

: June 9.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway’s new second track, between 
_ Herbert, mile 81-9 to Notman, mile 95.1, Swift Current subdivision, distance 13-2 
miles. 

June 10.—Inspection of the Grand Trunk railway re drainage at Hoards, Ont., 
in connection with complaint of D. McAdams. : : 
June 11.—Inspection of Bessemer and Barry’s bay railway bridge across Egan’s 
creek at Bessemer junction, re complaint from P. A. Bradshaw of Detlor, Ont. 
June 11.—Inspection of bridge over Cross creek at mileage 69 on the Canadian 


Pacific railway. 
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June 12.—Inspection of fencing on the line of the Canadian Pacific railway 
between Coldwater and Orillia, Ont. 

June 12.—Inspection of H. Lafferby’s diverted farm road across Grand Trunk 
railway borrow pit, Trenton, Ont. 

June 12.—Inspection of W. L. Vandervoort’s cattle pass, on the Canadian North- | 
ern Ontario and Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Companies, Belle- 
ville, Ontario. 

June 12.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern railway re extension of time 
for carrying traffic from Avonlea to Gravelburg. 

June 12.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern railway, Kindersley subdivision, 
from Saskatoon to Rosetown, distance 72 miles, and from Rosetown to Kindersley, 
distance 54-1 miles, with a view of cancelling speed restrictions. 

June 12.—Inspection of the Great Northern railway re condition of North road 
near New Westminster, B.C. 

June 12.—Inspection of the Great Northern railway for traffic of Vancouver and 
Lulu Island railway, Third avenue to Granville street. 

June 13.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway on its Winnipeg Beach 
branch ve suitable construction of culverts under its tracks on each of the following 
five public road allowances :— 


Road. between river lots 103 and 104. 
2 <~- 119 and 120. 
x - Sees. 2 and 10-17-4-E.P.M. 
és Fe “15 and 22-17-4-E.P.M. 
Greenwood ave., town of Selkirk. 


June 13.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway re construction of culvert on 
Greenwood avenue, Selkirk, Manitoba. } 

June 16.—Inspection of the Grand Trunk Pacific railway re placing a siding 
where their main line runs into Prince Albert, crossing the South Saskatchewan 
river at St. Louis. 

June 16.—Inspection of the Kettle Valley railway (C.P.R.), re crossing public 
highway over its tracks, east of Penticton near mile 53. 

June 16.—Inspection of the Kettle Valley railway (C.P.R.), re “Main street cross- 
ing and Germyn street, also Calgary avenue at Penticton. 

June 18.—Inspection of the Central Vermont railroad bridge over river 
road, Richelieu, Quebec. 

June 18.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Pheasant Hills branch, 
for a pipe crossing under its tracks in section 29-34-25, west 2nd meridian. 

June 22.—Inspection of proposed subway at St. James, Winnipeg. 

June 23.—Inspection for opening of traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, 
Moosejaw subdivision, first track diversion east of McLean, from mile 66-5 to 68-5, 
distance of two miles. 

June 23.—Inspection of the Medicine Hat Southern railway re leave to cross 
the Canadian Pacific railway by overhead crossing. 

June 23.—Inspection of the Quebee Oriental railway, Gaspe Peninsula, re 
bosrd’s order. 


June 23.—Inspection of the Quebec Oriental right of way re fencing through 
township of Mann. 
June 24,—Inspection of the Atlantic, Quebec and Western railway’s culvert re 
drainage, in connection with complaint of A. Leliévre, Little river, east. 
June 24.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacifie railway, 
Gleichen-Sheppard branch, Medicine Hat subdivision, mile 0 to 40-84. 
June 24——Inspection of the Grand Trunk Pacific railway re delay in com- 
pleting their line to Moosejaw, and erection of station there. 
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June 24.—Inspection for opening of traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, Port 
_ Moody branch, British Columbia division. . 

June 25.—Inspection of crossing of Main street, Orono, Ontario, by the Can- 

adian Northern Ontario railway. 

June 25.—Inspection of the dock siding of the Grand Trunk railway on Main 
street, Callender, Ont., re complaint of township of Himsworth. 

June 25.—Inspection of crossing of public road between Con. 4 and 5, township 
of Portland, by the Canadian Northern Ontario railway. 

June 25.—Inspection of crossing of Kingston road by the Campbellford, Lake 
Ontario and Western railway near Belleville, Ontario. 

June 26. Inspection of the Canadian Northern railway re spur to serve the 
David Bowman Coal and Supply Company, Limited, in S.W. 7 of section 18, range 
4, west, north of Oak point, Man. 

June 26.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern railway spur crossing Pembina 
street to serve the Winnipeg Sandstone Brick Company. 

June 26—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, 
Moosejaw, southwest branch, from mile 27-4 to 35, distance 7-6 miles. 

June 27.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway for alterations between 
Franklin and Donald streets in order to do away with the double crossing on Frank- 
lin street, just north of Arthur street, re complaint of city of Fort William, Ont. 

June 27.—Inspection of the city of Fort William, Ont., re crossing Canadian 
Pacific railway, Canadian Northern railway and Grand Trunk Pacific railway by 
means of a subway on James street. 

June 27—Inspection of the Quebec Oriental railway bridges and culverts 
between Metapedia and New Carlisle, Quebec. - 

June 29—Inspection of the Canadian Northern railway for removal of speed 
restrictions from Vegreville to Drumheller, Mile 0 to 178. 

June 29.—Inspection of proposed cattle pass on farm of John Vaillant, lots 28- 
29-30, concession 9, township of Ross, county of Renfrew, on the Canadian Northern 
-Ontario railway. 

June 30.—Inspection of crossing of lane on farm of A. D. Palmer, lot 40, con- 
cession 9, township of Ross, by the Canadian Northern Ontario railway. 

June 29.—Inspection of Canadian Northern Ontario railway from Newburgh 
to Ottawa for removal of speed restrictions. 

June 29.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern railway Athabasca subdivision, 
for removal of speed restrictions. 

July 1—Inspection for opening of traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, Ans- 
ley spur, Medicine Hat, distance 2 miles. 

July 3—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Red Deer subdivision, 
mile 2-5, for the city of Calgary for a spur. 

July 6—lInspection of the Grand Trunk Pacific railway re condition of roads 
on Empire avenue, in connection with complaint of the city property owners of Fort 
- William, Ontario. : 

July 6.—Inspection of Jane street subway, Toronto, Ont., on the line of the 
Canadian Pacific railway re drainage. 

July 7.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway on Armstrong street, Parry 
Sound, re subway. 

July 7.—Inspection for opening for traffic bridge at Syndicate avenue, Fort 
_ William, Ont., Manitoba subdivision. 
‘July 8.—Inspection (joint) of the Canadian Northern railway’s burnt bridge 
_ No. 2080, near Bears Pass, Atikokan subdivision. i : 

July 8.—Inspection of the Canadian ‘Northern railway roadbed, Winnipeg-Fort 
- William line, M.P. 100. ' 
| July 9—Inspection of the Grand Trunk railway plant at Queen street crossing, 
Ottawa, Ont. 
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July 10.—Inspection of the Grand Trunk Pacific railway re delay in completion 
of line and erection of station there, in connection with complaint of Moosejaw 
Board of Trade. 

July 10.—Inspection for opening for traffic-of the Canadian Pacific railway 
Kaslo-Slocan branch, British Columbia division. 

July 10.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway in connection with com- 
plaint of citizens of Vancouver and North Vancouver against change of its plans 
for North Vancouver ferry pedestrian subway. 

July 10.—Inspection of drainage on farm of Duncan Reid, west half of lot 15, 
concession 1, township of Trafalgar, one mile west of Milton, on the line of the 
Canadian Pacific railway. 

July 10.—Inspection of road crossing just west of the station at Goldstone, on 
the Grand Trunk railway. 

July 10.—Inspection of proposed cattle pass on farm of Mr. Lasher, township of 
Camden, on the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway. 

July 10.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacifie railway, 
Arrow Lake subdivision, bridge 15-3. % 

July 13.—Inspection of the Grand Trunk railway fences re complaint of 
F. McVian, London, Ont. 

July 14—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway 
Broadview subdivision, mile 28-0 to Turtleford, mile 57. 

July 15.—Inspection of crossing of road allowance between concessions 6 and 7, 
township of Tay, by the Grand Trunk railway. 

July 21.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern railway, Battleford Northwesterly 
line, from Edam, mile 38, to Turtleford, mile 57. 

July 22—Inspection of the Grand Trunk Pacific railway at Prince George re 
location of station. 

July 22.—Inspection re interchange between the Canadian Pacific railway and 
the Grand Trunk Pacific railway at Calgary. 

July 22—Inspection of the Canadian Northern railway at Le Pas, Manitoba, 
regarding railway service and station accommodation. 

July 22.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, 
‘Lacombe branch, from Kerrobert, mite 221-3, to Monitor, mile 149, distance 72-2 miles. 

July 24—Inspection of the Birds Hill Sand Company re removal of the spur 

‘track maintained by that company over part of the road allowance between sections 
23 and 24, and 25 and 26, and requiring the restoration of the road allowance to the 
condition it was before the spur track was put in, or for the terms and conditions of 
thé continued use to be fixed by the board, in connection with application of the rural 
municipality of Springfield, Manitoba. 

July 26.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, 
Alberta Central, mile 0 to 64-5. 

July 30.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company, McBridge junction to Courtenay, a distance of 45 miles. 

August 1—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, 
Thompson subdivision, mile 1-1 to 1-45; mile 1-85 to 2-25; mile 4.1 to 4-2; and 
mile 6-38 to 7-7. 

August 1—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, 
Cascade subdivision, bridge 101-5. 

August 1—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway’s: 
bridge 79-1, Cascade subdivision. 

August 1—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway’s 
bridge 75-6, Cascade subdivision. 

August 1—lInspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railways 
bridge 50-1, Cascade subdivision. 
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August 2.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, 
Shuswap subdivision, miles 1-4 to 1-6; 1-8 to 2-3; 4-4 to 5-8; 7-7 to 10-4; 14-8 to 
' 15-4; 18-6 to 20-2; 22-4 to 23-8; 1138-25 to 114-2; 120-4 to 121-8; 123-4 to 123-7; 
—~-2126-0 to 128.9. 
August 3—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s bridge at 
mile 78-4, Moosejaw subdivision. 
August 3.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
‘Company’s bridge No. 17-7, Brandon subdivision. 
August 3.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railway 

_‘Company’s bridge No. 14-3, Brandon subdivision. 

August 3.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company’s bridge No. 9-6, Brandon subdivision. 

August 3.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company’s bridge No. 32-4, Brandon subdivision. : 

August 3—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany’s bridge No.‘5-9, Brandon subdivision. 
F August 3.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
' pany’s bridge No. 11-9, Brandon subdivision. 
. August 4Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, 
_ Weyburn-Westerly branch, from Shaunayon, mile 230-8 to Govanlock, mile 307-3, dis- 
- tance 76-5 miles. 
; August 5.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
- pany’s bridge No. 87-0, Swift Current subdivision. 
August 5.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany’s bridge No. 92-1, Swift Current subdivision. 

August 5.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany’s bridge No. 109-4, Swift Current subdivision. ; 
- » August 5.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany’s bridge No. 101-2, Swift Current subdivision. 

August 5.—Inspection for opening for trattic of the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany’s bridge No. 73-4, Swift Current subdivision. 
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; 

- August 5—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Suffield-Blackie branch, 
mile 26-3 to 57-2, re removal of speed restrictions. , 

a August 5.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, 


_ Suffield-Blackie branch, mile 57-2 to 84. 
i August 5.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacifie railway, British Columbia division, 
re extension of Waldo branch, in connection with application of the Ross-Saskatoon 
‘ Lumber Company. 
Ke August 7—Inspection for op 
- mile 41 to 59. ote 
August 7—Inspection of the Canadian Pacifie railway, Laggan subdivision, re 
“condition of timber lining in tunnels and change of time-tables of trains Nos. 2 and 3, 
August 10.—Inspection and arbitration between the city of Calgary and the Cana- 

dian Pacific railway re disputed charges on 9th avenue subway, Calgary. 
| August 10.—Inspection in connection with complaint of the town of Kenora, Ont., 
per J. R. Britt, mayor, that the bridge over waterway in said town, controlled by the 
- Rat Portage Lumber Company and the Canadian Pacific railway, is interfering with 

navigation. eee 

August 13.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway Asquith-Conquest branch, 

from a point on the Pheasant Hills branch near Asquith for 41-62 miles, to a point near 
Conquest on the Moosejaw northwesterly branch, and also re Canadian Pacific railway 
“construction across highways, mile 0 to 41-62. oe et 
August 14.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern railway, in the municipality of 


Whitehead, re conditions of crossings. 


ening for traffic of the Kootenay Central (C.P.R.), 


364 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


6 GEORGE V, A. 1916 


August 19.—Inspection of the Grand Trunk Pacific railway, re widening of road 
at crossing north of Balecarres, Sask., in connection with complaint of the rural muni- 
cipality of Abernethy, No. 186. 4 

August 26.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Northern railway, 
Wakopa subdivision, from Adopha, mile 51-84 to mile 79-70, distance, 27-86 miles. 

August 26—Inspection of the Grand Trunk railway re proposed extension of 
Albert street across said company’s lands in Victoriaville, Quebec. 

August 29.—Inspection of the Dominion Lumber and Fuel Company, and T. D.- 
Robinson and Sons, Limited, re spur. 

August 29.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Northern railway 
re new high level freight track over the Assiniboine river, and viaduct over Main 
“street, and trestle connecting with the old line at Clark street, from the east end of the 
Assiniboine river to Clark street, distance 3,600 feet. 

September 2.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway 
Moosejaw subdivision, single track diversion, mile 50 to 59-8, distance 9-8 miles, and 
new second track mile 59-8 to 67-6, distance 7-9 miles. 

September 2.—Inspection in connection with complaint of the municipality of 
Qu’Appelle, against crossing as constructed on the east side of the town known as 
Pasqua street. 

September 2.—Inspection of proposed farm crossing for Mrs. Copeland near Deep 
Brooke on the Dominion Atlantic railway. 

September 3.—Inspection of North Mountain branch of the Dominion Atlantic 
railway for opening for traffic. 

September 4.—Inspection of the Downie Combination Track Gauge and Recorder 
at Preque Isle, Maine. 

September 4.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway 
ASeiae subdivision, second track from mile 116-8 to Percival, mile 123-8, distance 
7 miles. 

September 8.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Northern railway 
partly across Rainy Lake, Ont., from mile 226-4 to mile 227-2, distance 0-8 miles. 

September 10.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway to open its line for 
e/ carriage of traffic from mile 42 to end of track, Oakland branch, distance 12 
miles. 

September 10.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern railway re accident between 
M. P. 227 and 228, Kamsack subdivision, on November 26, 1913. 

September 10.—Inspection of Henry Lasher’s farm crossing at Roblindale on the 
line of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway. 

September 11.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway re construction of spur 
track across Gordon avenue, Winnipeg, to and into premises of the Canadian Oil 
Company, Ltd. 

September 14.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway for opening for traffic 
of grade revision and line diversions, on the Soo branch. 

September 15.—Inspection of the Algoma Central and Hudson Bay railway 
bridge at undercrossing of the Canadian Pacific Railway line, at Sault Ste. Marie, 
Ontario. 

September 15. —Tnapaction of the Grand feeke Pacifie railway re to receive, 
deliver, and forward upon and from the existing spur now serving the property of the 
Tuxedo Park Company, Limited, the Canada Cement Company, Limited, and South 
Winnipeg. 

September 15.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacifie railway for interlocking plant 
at the crossing of the Bergen cut-off with the Lac du Bonnet subdivision (Winnipeg 
terminals). 

September 15.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific’ railway for interlocking plant 
where its Brandon branch at mile 5-6 at Woodman crosses the tracks of the Canadian 
Northern railway, Oak Point subdivision. 


* 
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September 15.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway for interlocking plant 
at the crossing of its Bergen cut-off with its Winnipeg Beach Branch (Winnipeg - 
terminals). : 

September 15.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway for interlocking plant 
at the crossing of its Bergen cut-off with its Arborg subdivision, mile 3-6 (Winnipeg 
terminals). ; 

September 15.—Inspection of the Great Northern railway at McKelvie, re having 
farm crossing on John Shields’ property of Brandon, Man., N.W. 3, section 18-9-19, 
enlarged so as to be of sufficient width for the passing of his implements. 

September 15.—Inspection for opening for traftic of the Kettle Valley railway 
(C.P.R.); west of Penticton, mile 17 to 40-9. 

September 17.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Shuswap subdivision, 
Malakwa district, to open crossing half a mile west of Malakwa, for Aug. Erickson. 

September 17.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Shuswap subdivision, 
Malakwa district, re farm crossing for B. Sederberg. 

September 17.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Shuswap subdivision, 
Malakwa district, to open crossing from Government road. 

September 17.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Shuswap subdivision, 
Malakwa district, to open farm crossing one mile east of Taft station; for J. Cullie. 

September 17.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Shuswap subdivision, 
Malakwa district, to open public road crossing one hundred yards east of Malakwa 
station. 

September 17.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacifie railway, Shuswap subdivision, 
Malakwa district, re culvert under right-of-way for B. Sederberg. 

September 17.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Shuswap subdivision, 
Malakwa district, to open crossing one and a half miles west of Malakwa for B. F, 
Somerville. 

September 17.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Shuswap subdivision, 
Malakwa district, re fencing. 

September 17.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Shuswap subdivision, 
Craigellachie district, re fencing in connection with complaints of Charles Fuller 
and Mike Luckoff. 

September 17.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Shuswap subdivision, 
Craigellachie district, re farm crossing for A. Drummond. 

September 17.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Shuswap subdivision, 
Craigellachie district, to open culverts to drain Willis lake under said railway. 

September 17.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Sicamous to Oka- 
nagan Landing at Enderby, re public road crossing. 

September 17.—Inspection of the Algoma Central and Hudson Bay railway to 
open for carriage of traffic, from Aba to Hearst, Ontario. 

September 17.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Lake Superior divi- 
sion, for exemption from fencing right-of-way. 

September 17.—Inspection re application of the Dominion Lumber and Fuel 
Company, Limited, and T. B. Robinson & Sons, Limited, re spur. 

September 18.—Inspection of cattle pass on farm of A. G. Waite, 3 miles west of 


Streetsville Junction on-the line of the Canadian Pacific railway. 


September 20.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s bridges 
at Sudbury subdivision. 

September 25.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s culvert 
91-1 in Champlain, Que., in connection with complaint of municipality of Cham- 


plain. 


September 25.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern Quebec railway re subway 
at Station avenue, Shawinigan Falls, Que. 


~ 
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September 25.—Inspection of the Grand Trunk Pacitic Railway Company to 
build a crossing across the main line of the railway about half way between miles 11 
and 118, west of the townsite of Zelma, and on the centre line running north and 
south through section 21-23-28, W. 2nd M., for the rural municipality of Morris. 

September 25.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacifie railway to open for trafhe 
bridge No. 84-55, Bredenbury subdivision. 

September 26.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Red Deer subdivision 
to open crossing in S.W.3 of Section 7-31-1, west 5th meridian, for P. P. Dick. 

September 25.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacifie railway 
Shuswap subdivision, mile 4-4 to 25 and 103-4 to 128-9, Thompson subdivision, mile 
0 $0 Sei, , 

September 28.—Inspection for opening for trafic of the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way’s bridge No. 45-8, McAuley subdivision (formerly Pheasant Hills, subdivision). 

September 28.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern railway, Athabasca sub-. 
division, re culverts, in connection with complaint of local improvement district No.. 
549 near Morinville. fs 

September 28.—Inspection of the Edmonton, Dunvegan and British Columbia_ 
railway in connection with complaint re culvert of District No. 540 near Morinville 
between section 5 and 6-25-4 and section 32-55-24-4. ; 

September 28.—Inspection of interlocking plant on the Edmonton, Dunvegan and_ 
British Columbia railway crossing the Canadian Northern railway near Morinville. 

September 29.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Virden McAuley 
branch, from Virden, mile 0 to 13-5, with a view of relieving the company of speed. 
restriction. 

September 30.—Inspection of under crossing at mileage 6-3 on the Teeswater 
subdivision of the Canadian Pacific railway in the township of Amaranth. 

October 1:—Inspection re application ef Robert Wallace and others, South 
Norfolk, for a subway between sections 24 and 25, township 11, range 12, WePMe" 3 

October 2.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway to open for traftic bridge 
No. 7, Emerson subdivision. ; ; 

October 2.—Inspection of interlocking plant ot the Canadian Pacifie railway 
and Canadian Northern Quebec railway L’Epiphanie, Quebec. 

October 2.—Inspection of location of the Hawkins Brothers’ spur on Wakefield 
street, Parry Sound, Ontario, on the line of the Canadian Northern Ontario railway. 

October 3.—Inspection of the Central Vermont Railway Company’s bridge over 
main road re complaint of the village of Richelieu, Que. . Y 

October 3.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company’s bridge No. 18-7, Emerson subdivision. 

October 3.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railwa 
Company’s bridge No. 14:7, Emerson subdivision. 

October 7.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern railway, west of Edmonton,. 
for traffic interlocking plant, over Grand Trunk Pacific railway, section 31-53-10. 
west 5th meridian. 

October 7.—Inspection of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway ré 
interlocking plant at crossing of Oshawa Electric railway, Oshawa, Ont. 

October 8.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern Ontario railway between North 

3ay and Capreol for opening for traffic. 

October 10.—Inspection for opening for traffie of the Canadian Northern railway 
from Avonlea to Gravelburg, distance 79 miles for a further extension of time. 

October 13.—Inspection of subway at Neston, Ont., on the line of the Gran 
Trunk railway. 

October 14.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Laggan subdivision; 
smoke in Field tunnels. 

October 16.—Inspection for opening for: traffic of the Kettle Valley railway 
‘C.P.R.), mile 133-7 to 75-6, west of Midway. 


oa 
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October 16.—Inspection re private farm crossing on property of Mr. John Shields, 
_ Brandon, Manitoba. 

q October 16.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway re Mill road diversion 
Kemptville, Ont. 

October 18.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Ganadian Pacific railway, 
_ boundary subdivision, bridge 94. 
| October 18.—-Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railway- 
- Company’s bridge 119-2, boundary subdivision. 

October 19 Bre ink for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railway- 
_ Company’s bridge 98-1, McLeod subdivision. 

October 19. —Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Mountain subdivision, 

re farm crossing’ for Mrs. C. M. Fraser, Revelstoke, B.C. 

October 19.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway and the Great Northern 
railway re request of Public Service Commission of the State of Montana with respect 
to train service between Great Falls and Calgary by way of Sweetgrass. 

October 20.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern Ontario railway between 

Chaffey’s Lock and Perth road pit, a distance of 11-4 miles with a view to removal of: 
_ speed restrictions. 

October 21.—Inspection of road. crossing between ‘lots 10 and 11, concession 3,. 
township of North Orillia, on the line of the Grand Trunk railway west of Uhtoff, Ont. 
-— October 22.—Inspection of site of proposed extension of Fisher road between 
lots 8 and 9, township of Niagara, across the track of the Michigan Central railroad. 

October 22—Inspection of public road crossing between lots 22 and 23, concession 
1, township of Grimsby, on the line of the Canadian Northern Ontario railway. 

_ October 22.—Inspection of highway crossings on the Campbellford, Lake Ontario. 
and Western railway, in the township of Hope and Clark, Ontario. 

t October 28.—Inspection of the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific Railway 
Companies’ subways re drainage complaint from municipality St. Anne de Bellevue, 
Que. 

b October 31—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, 
Winnipeg Beach branch, extension line from Gimli to Riverton, distance 26 miles. 
; November 2.—Inspection re crossing at Syndicate avenue, Fort William, Ont.. 

- November 3.—Inspection of the Glengarry and Stormont railway re McGillis 
cattle pass, Dalhousie Mills, Ont. 

— November 4.—Inspection +e the Grand Trunk Pacifie stock yards spur crossing 

the east main line of the Canadian Northern railway at Dawson road. 

- November 5.—Inspection’ of the Georgian Bay and Seaboard railway ‘re highway 

‘crossings in the township of Eldon. 

November 6—Inspection 7e¢ compelling the Canadian Pacific railway 6 grade 
road into the town of Alida, or collect tolls from the company for this townsite by 
‘the municipality of Reciprocity No. 32, per J. A. Leamy,.New Home, Sask. 
November 9.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacifie railway, 
Shuswap subdivision, bridge 24-2. ; 
November 9.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the eae Pacific Railway 
Company’s bridge 109-36, Mountain subdivision. 

November 9.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Caradon Pacifie Railway. 

OCompany’s bridge 117-4, Shuswap subdivision. 

- November 9.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway re application to open 

r traffic bridge No. 66-6, Souris subdivision. 

November 9.—Inspection re complaint of the rural municipality of Walpole, for 

Crossings on the Maryfield-Lethbridge branch of the Canadian Northern railway. 

November 9.—Inspection of the Grand Trunk Pacific re application for an 

rder authorizing permanent exemption from erecting and maintaining fences on 


s line west of Winnipeg. 
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November 9.—Inspection re the unsatisfactory condition of crossings, and that 
eattle-guards in the rural municipality of Morton are insufficient protection to live 
stock, re application of the Board of Trade, Brandon, Man. : 

November 10.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, 
‘Cascade subdivision, bridge 68-3. 

November 11.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway re crossing to be 
constructed at a point west of Balcarres for the municipality of Abernethy, No. 186. | 

November 11.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway re interlocking plant 
at crossing with the Quebec, Montreal and Southern railway, Iberville Junction, Que. — 

November 12.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway proposed road diyer- 
sion, Highlands, Que., re complaint of town of Lasalle. 

November 12.—Inspection of drainage system through the Canadian Pacific 
railway property at Theodore. 

November 12.—Inspection of road diversion on the Canadian Northern Ontario — 
railway near Pembroke, Ont. 

November 16.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern railway, Calgary subdivision, 
re removal of speed restrictions. ; 

November 16.—Ingpection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Northern 
railway, Camrose cutoff to Strathcona. 

November 17.—Inspection of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
railway-at Bowmanville, Ont., re interlocking plant at crossing with Toronto Eastern 
railway. 

November 18.—Inspection of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western rail- 
way at Parham, “Ont., re interlocking plant at crossing with the Kingston and Pem- 
broke railway. 

November 18.—Inspection of street’ crossings on the Lachine, Jacques Cartier 
and Maisonneuve railway, Montreal, Que. : : 

November 19.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, 
Swift Current N. W. branch, from Westerham, mile 94, to mile 110.8, distance 16 
miles. 

November 19.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacifie railway, 
Bassano-Empress line, from mile 0 to mile 118-3, with a view of removing speed 
limitation of 20 miles an hour between mile 0 to 75, and 18 miles an hour between 
mile 118-8 and 110-8. ' é; 

November 20.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, McLeod subdivision 
re half interlocker on 11th street east, Calgary city street railway crossing. 

November 20.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway re Thomas Culhane’s 
cattle pass, Opeongo, Ont. 

November 21.—Inspection re application of the city of Regina to carry city street 
railway across the tracks of the Grand Trunk Pacific on Dewdney street. 

November 23.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s bridge 
No. 1:9, Prescott subdivision. 

November 25.—Inspection of the Blainville street crossing of the Canadian Pacific 
railway Ste. Therése, Que. 4 

November 25.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway 
line from Assiniboia, mile 112 to Woodrow, mile 145-7 with a view of relieving the 
company of a speed limit of 18 miles an hour, and from Woodrow, mile 145-7 te 
Shaunavon, of a speed limit of 25 miles an hour. 

November 26.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, 
eastern division. 

November 26.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway siding at Forward, 
Sask. ; 

November 26.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, 
Weyburn west branch, from Shaunavon, mile 230-8 to Govelock, mile 307-3, a distane 
of 75 miles, with a view of removing speed limit. 
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November 27.—Inspection of Toronto Eastern railway from Whitby to Bowman- 
ville for opening for traffic. 

December 2.—Inspection of farm crossing for Mr. Colwell on the line of the 
Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway near Newcastle, Ont. 

December 3.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway on public road along 
Oxford Mountain Railway, Windsor Mills, re complaint of municipality of Brompton. 

December 3.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Bird’s Hills sub-di- 
_ vision, between Bird’s Hill and Grand Marais, distance 49-1 miles. 

December 4.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Northern railway, 

Grosse Isle subdivision, from Inwood to Hodgson, distance 50 miles. 

December 7.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern railway, Manitoba railway, 
from Deerfield Junction to Steep Rock, distance 123 miles. 

December 9.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, 
Moosejaw S.W. branch, from mile 0 to 50, part of this inspection, namely, to mile 35, 
with a view of removing speed limit. 

December 10.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern Quebec Railway Company’s 
tracks, on Montfort branch. 

_ December 11.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Kootenay Central railway 

(C.P.R.), mile 23 to 82-5. 

December 15.—Inspection of Glengarry and Stormont railway for opening for 
traffic. 

December 16.—Inspection of the Moore street bridge, Toronto, Ont. 

December 17.—Inspection of the Erie and Ontario railway for opening for traffic 

- from Smithville to Dunnville, Ont. 

December 18.—Inspection of diversion of Grand Trunk railway near Thorold, Ont. 

December 19.—Inspection of the Boston and Maine railroad crossing at Ives street, 

Rock Island, Que. 

December 21.—Inspection re accident on the Grand Trunk Pacific railway, at 

Transcona shops, by which A. A. Simonson was injured. : 

December 21.—Inspection re accident on the Grand Trunk railway at Kenora, 

Ont., November 17, 1913. 

December 24.—Inspection of the Hamilton street overhead foot bridge, re applica- 
tion of city of Regina. 
December 30.—Inspection of the Grand Trunk railway street crossings, Cassel- 
man, Ont. 

December 30.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, 
-Thompson subdivision, mile 0 to 0-5. 

i December 30.—Inspection re complaint of the rural municipality of Carmichael 
No. 109, road crossing over the Canadian Pacific railway, Swift Current subdivision, 
between sections 32 and 33-12-20, west third division. 

January 4.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern railway re spur track across 
| Victoria avenue, and down the lane in block 41, Brandon, Man., in connection with 
‘complaint of Messrs. Cook and Wayling. ee 
January 4.—Inspection of bridges on the Grand Trunk railway at Windsor, Ont. 
___ January 5.—Inspection of Mimico industrial spur, Mimico, Ont. 
| January 7.—Inspection re application of the municipality of West Kildonan for 
‘erossing over the tracks of the Selkirk branch of the Canadian Pacific railway, Innis- 
-killen avenue. 

January 11.—Inspection re dangerous conditions of crossings on the Canadian 
Northern railway in connection with complaint of the municipality of Strathclaire. 

January 12.—Inspection of the Quebec and Lake St. John railway from Quebec 
to Chicoutimi. tO } : 

| January 18.—Inspection re complaint of the municipality of Whitehead, against 

erossings on the Canadian Northern railway. 
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January 18.—Inspection of the.Grand Trunk Railway bridge over Welland 
canal, near St. Catharines, Ont. 

January 19.—Inspection of highway crossing on Grand Trunk railway, near- 
Huntsville, Ont. - 

January 19.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific Railway bridges, Ontario division. 

January 19.—Inspection re relieving the Grand Trunk Pacific B. L. Railway 
Company from erecting and maintaining fences, gates and cattle-guards on its Mel- 
ville-Canora branch, mile 0 to 54-72. 

January 21—Inspection re keeping open two crossings on the Grand Trunk 
Pacific boundary line on the north and east sides of séction 8, township 10, range 133 
west 2nd meridian, mile 63-1. 

January 21.—Inspection re relieving the Grand Trunk Pacific Branch Lines 
Company from erecting and maintaining fences, gates and eattle-guards on its Regina 
boundary branch, mile 0 to 155. ; 

‘January 21.—Inspection of street crossings on the Lachine, Jacques Cartier and 
Maisonneuve railway, Montreal, Que. 

January 21.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway highway crossings, im 
the township of W. Missouri. 

January 21.—Inspection of the Grand Trunk Railway bridges, Buffalo and 
Goderich division. ; ‘ 

January 22.—Inspection re relieving the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Branch 
Lines Company from erecting and maintaining fences, gates and ecattle-guards on its 
Moosejaw N.W. branch mile 0 to 66. ; B 

January 22—TInspection re relieving the Grand Trunk Pacific Branch Lines 
Company from erecting and maintaining fences, gates and cattle-guards on its 
Moosejaw N.W. branch from mile 0 to 66. , 

January 22.—Inspection re relieving the Grand Trunk Pacific Branch Lines 
Company from erecting and maintaining fences, gates and cattle-guards on its 
Melville-Regina branch, mile 0 to 97-0. 

January 25.—Inspection of the Grand Trunk Pacific re highway crossings on 
its Regina-Melville branch. ae 

January 25.—Inspecton of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway bridge over the 
Grand river at Brantford, Ont. 

January 25.—Inspection of location of Hamilton Radial railway on Sherman 
inlet, Hamilton, Ont. ’ 

January 28.—Inspection re crossings across the Canadian Pacifie Railway and 
the Canadian Northern Quebec Raftlway Companies’ right of way, municipality of 
d’Argenteuil. 

January 28—Inspection re public crossing across the Quelfec, Montreal and 
Southern Railway tracks at St. James street, town of St. Lambert. 

January 29.—Inspection of the Canadian Northern Quebec Railway sidings acr 
Stadacona and Marlboro streets in Hochelaga ward, Montreal, Que. 

January 29.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacifie railway 
Edmonton subdivision, bridge 9-3. 

January 29.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Edmonton, Dunvegan an 
British Columbia railway, mile 0 to 261-7. 

February 1—TInspection of bridge at Carlaw avenue, Toronto, Ont. 

February 1.—TInspection of interlocking plant at Dunnville, Ont. 

February 2.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Bassano-Empress lin 
re Mr. Nikolai’s farm crossing, section 27-20-10, west 4th meridian. 

February 3.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway bridge No. 3-6, Presco 
subdivision. : 

February 4.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacifie Railway bridges, Brockvi 
subdivision. 
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February 4.—Inspection re application of R. G. Shackleford, Keyes, Man., for a 
private crossing with gates on, the northwest quarter-section 33-14-13, Canadiam 
Pacific railway. 
| February 5.—Inspection of the Grand Trunk Pacific railway, west of Edmonton, 
_ re complaint of R. P. Cull, of Fallis, Alta., re right of way and road crossing. 
February 5.—Inspection of the Grand Trunk Pacific, west of Edmonton, re roa& 
crossing report. 
February 9—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s bridges on 
_ the Bobcaygeon subdivision. 
February 10.—Inspection of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s bridges, 
Hamilton-Allandale, 13th district. 
February 11 —Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s bridges, 
Port Burwell subdivision. 
February 11—Inspection of the Grand Trunk Pacific for approval of highway 
crossing in the northwest quarter-section 11-11-3, west principal meridian. 
February 12.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway, Cascade subdivision, 
re fencing for H. Graham, Indian agent at Lytton. : 
| February 12.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s bridges, 
_ Hamilton-Goderich subdivision. 
February 14.—Inspection of interlocking plant at Atterclifie, Ont. 
February 15.—Inspection re protection of street crossings in the city of Port 
_ Arthur. 
February 16.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway re operation of its 
trains over the following bridges, namely: Main street north, Parkside street, Scotia 
street, East Kildonan road; all in the municipality of Kildonan. 
February 16—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway re operation of its 
trains over bridge No. 8:4, Winnipeg Beach branch. : 
February 16.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s tracks, 
St. Thomas branch. 
February 18.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s bridge on 
St, Patrick street, town of Lasalle, Que. 
February 19.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s bridge 
42-4, near Acton Vale, Quebec, Drummondville subdivision. 
| 4 February 22.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific railway, 
| Lethbridge subdivision, bridge at 13th street, Lethbridge. 
| February 23. — Inspection of cattle pass on farm of Mr. Vandervoort, Belleville, 
BOnt., on the line of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway. 
F ebruary 23.—Inspection of road crossings through station yards re complaint 
“of the board of trade of Dunner, Sask. 
February 24.—Inspection of overhead bridges on the London and Port Stanley 
“railway. 
b February 26.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway C omipa ye s bridge No. 
52-3 near Allandale, Ont., Havelock subdivision. 
; March 1.—Inspection re application of the corporation of Fort William, Ont., 
for authority to operate highway and street railway traffic over the Canadian Pacha 
Railway bridge and approaches across Kaministiquia river. 
i March 4.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway crossing gates at St. Mau- 
‘rice, St. Thomas and Bonaventure streets, Three Rivers, Quebec. 
- ‘March 5.—Inspection of the public road crossing over the Grand Trunk Pacifie 
vt 
‘railway at Vanderhoof, B.C. 
' March 6.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
bridge No. 0-41, Fort William ypeornale (3rd bank over Mee street.) 
> 
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March 9.—Inspection re accident on the line of the Canadian Northern Railwa y 
M. P. 320, Humboldt subdivision. 
March 9.—Inspection re accident on the line of the Canadian Northern railway 
between mile post 227 and 228, on November 26, 1913, Kamsack subdivision. 
March 12.—Inspection of crossing of George street by the Campbellford, Lake 
Ontario and Western railway in town of Cobourg, Ontario. 
; March 12.—Inspection of Division Street subway in the town of Cobourg, Ont., on 
the Grand Trunk railway. 
March 15.—Inspection of site of proposed extension of Wyandotte street across 
the tracks of the Michigan Central railway at Windsor, Ontario. ) 
March 15.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway re replacement at bridge 
No. 18-1, Moosejaw subdivision. 
Marck 15.—Inspection of private crossing, one mile west of Indian Head, re 
application of Mr. Gardiner. 
March 15.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway at Burwash, Ont., re 
crossing asked for by the Ontario Government. . 
March 16.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific railway at Livingston, Ont., re 
application of township of Thessalon, for public crossing. 
March 16.—Inspection of the Oana Pacifie railway, Lethbridan subdivision, 
bridge at 13th street, Lethbridge, Alta., re if constructed satistactory to the city of 
Lethbridge and if the division of cost Ase satisfactory. 
March 16.—Inspection of farm crossing on property of Mr. Good at Richmond, 
Ont., on the line of the Canadian Northern Ontario railway. 
March 18. —Inspection of highway crossing over the Grand Trunk railway at 
James street, Brantford, Ont. 
March 18.—Inspection of the Algoma Central and Hudson Bay railway at Island 
Lake, Ont., re complaint of G. Goodrow about siding and fencing. 
March 18.—Inspection re condition of tracks on the Athabaska subdivision; Stony 
Plain subdivision; Edmonton, Yukon and Pacifie subdivision; Edmonton subdivision; 
Vermilion subdivision; Sturgeon River subdivision; Cut Knife subdivision, being 
portions of line of the Canadian Northern railway in Alberta and Saskatchewan, 
March 19.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s bridge over 
Magnetawan river, Byng Inlet, Ontario, 
March 19.—Inspection of interlocking plant at crossing of the Grand Trunk 
railway by the Glengarry & Stormont railway at Cornwall, Ontario. 
March 20.—Inspection re application of the rural municipality of Gull Lake, No 
139, for an order directing that said crossing be made at the:S.E. section 613-2, west 
3rd meridian. 
March 20.—Inspection of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s bridges, Northern 
division. 
March 22.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Northern railway 
St. Albert West to mile 35, junction of Peace River line. 
March 23.—Inspection of site of proposed highway crossing on the Waltham 
branch of the Canadian Pacifie railway about a mile north of McKee station. 
March 25.—Inspection of interlocking plant at Trenton, Ont. 
March 26.—Inspection of subway at Bridgebury, Ontario. 
March 26—Inspection. of the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific Railway} 
Companies’ drainage of subways, St. Annes, Que. 
March 27.—Inspection of the track conditions of the Canadian Pacific railway 
St. Augustine, Que. ; 
March 28.—Inspection of crossing of the Port Burwell road by the single trae 
of the Canadian Pacificsrailway at mile 32-7, near Port Burwell, Ont. ’ 
March 29.—Inspection of Dominion Atlantic railway from Somerset to Weston 
for opening for traffic. 
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___ March 30.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacific Railway bridges at Fredericton, 
N.B. 
March 30.—Inspection of interlocking plant where the Winnipeg Northern rail- 
way (C.N.R.) crosses the Canadian Pacific railway, in lot 101, Parish of St. Paul. 
March 31.—Inspection for an underground crossing or cattle pass on the property 
of Walter G. Budd, Rapid City, Man., on the NE. 4 of section 23-13-20, west principal 
meridian, on the Canadian Pacific railway. 


March 31.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Edmonton, Dunvegan and 
British Columbia railway, mile 261-7 to 287. 
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APPENDIX “ F.” ‘ 


REPORT OF THE OPERATING DEPARTMENT FOR THE YEAR ENDING — 
MARCH 31, 1915. 


June 29, 1915. 
Mr. A. D.- CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary, 
B.R.C. Building. 


ear Sirn,—I have the honour to submit herewith, for the tenth report of the 
board, the report of the operating department for the year ending March 31, 1915. 

It is impracticable, of course, to make reference, in detail, to the work of the 
department for the year. But the various subject matters following together with the 
several statements appended hereto, will, no doubt, convey to the reader some idea 
as to the nature and extent of the work. 

During the year accidents to the number of 1,468, covering 337 persons killed and_ 
4,363 persons injured, were reported by the various railway companies under the 
board’s jurisdiction. The attention of the reader is herewith directed to statement 
No. 1. : 

Statement No. 2 is a comparative statement of the killed and injured, classified, 
as between the year ending March 31, 1915, and the preceding year. This statement 
should, indeed, be very gratifying inasmuch as it shows a very substantial decrease 
under every heading, with a grand total decrease of 257 persons in the number of 
killed and 536 persons in the number of injured. In other words, there is a decrease 
of 48 per cent in the killed and 28 per cent in the injured over the preceding year. 

A persual of statement No. 3 will show that, out of the 337 persons killed, there 
were trespassers to the number of 170, which figure represents, approximately, 50 per 
eent of the grand total killed for the year. It will be observed that there were 47. 
persons killed as a result of highway crossing accidents, or approximately 14 per cent 
of the grand total killed. The number of person killed on account of being run down 
hy a moving engine or car is shown as 33, or approximately 10 per cent of the grand 
total killed. The headings dealing with collisions, head-on and rear-end, and derail- 
ments, account for 21 persons killed, or 6-23 per cent of the grand total killed. It 
«vill be observed that there were no passengers killed as a result of derailments and 
eollisions. It is pointed out that there were three persons killed while jumping off 
trains in motion and two persons killed in attempt to board train in motion. On 
referring to the injured column, it will be observed that there were 126 injured while 
trespassing, or 9-24 per cent of the grand total injured. There were 90 persons injured 
as a result of highway crossing accidents, or 6-60 per cent of the grand total injured. 
The headings referring to collisions and derailments show that 259 persons were 
injured, or 19 per cent of the grand total injured. It is pointed out that, out of the 
259 injured as above in derailments and collisions, 149 were passengers, or approxi- 
mately 57 per cent. There were 45 persons injured jumping off trains in motion and 
29 persons injured whilst attempting to board trains in motion, or 3-30 per cent an 
2-13 per cent respectively of the grand total injured. : 

Statement No. 5 shows the increases and decreases as between the various acci 
dents for the years ending March 31, 1914 and 1915. Attention is particularly direct 
to the decrease of 32 persons killed and 175 persons injured as a result of derailment. 
There is an increase of 17 persons injured and a decrease of 5 killed a sa result o 
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head-on collision. Under the heading “ Rear-end collision” it will be observed that 


there is a decrease of 7 persons killed and 26 persons injured. At highway crossings 


protected by gates there is a decrease of 4 killed and 3 persons injured. At highway 
crossings protected- by bell there is an increase of 1 person killed and 1 injured. 
At highway crossings protected by a watchman there is a decrease of 4 persons killed 
and 7 injured. At unprotected highway crossings there is a decrease of 7 killed and 
16 injured. As regards trespassers there is a decrease of 68 persons killed and 88 
persons injured. Under the heading “ Run down by moving engine or car” there is 


-.a decrease of 23 persons killed and 23 injured. Under the heading “ Adjusting 


couplers, ete.,” there is a decrease of 4 persons killed and 22 persons injured. The 
‘heading “ Jumping off train in motion” shows a decrease of 4 killed and 10 injured 
and under the heading “ Attempt to board train in motion” there is a decrease of 6 
persons killed and 18 persons injured. The last heading on this statement “ Locomo- 
tive dropped crown sheet of firebox” shows a decrease of 2 persons killed and 1 person 


- injured. 


eati 
E 


were taken up and disposed of by direct correspondence with the various railway 


| 
| 


officials. 


- modation, cleanliness, ete., h 


bee. 


The figures set forth in statement No. 11 shows that during the year investigations 
into accidents numbered 466, covering 143 persons killed and 572 persons injured. 


_ This as against 714 investigations covering 238 persons killed and 938 persons injured 
- for the preceding year. It will be observed that, deducting the number of trespassers 


killed, 170, all accidents attended by fatal results, with the exception of 24, were 
inquired into. ; 

The matter of protection at public highway crossings is made reference to in 
statement Nos. 13 and 14. It will be observed that protection in one form or another, 


has been ordered at 251 highway crossings during the past three years; 65 highway 


- erossings having been protected during the past year. The majority of these cross- 
ings have received financial assistance from the Railway Grade Crossing fund. 

It will be observed by a glance at statement No. 16 that, since the inception of 
the board, or for the past eleven years, accidents covering 5,233 persons killed and 
43,126 persons injured have beeen reported by the various railways under the board’s 
jurisdiction. ; ; 

Statement No. 17 sects out the number of persons killed and injured tn the more 
prominent accidents during the past five years. 

A check of statement No. 18 shows that the matter of percentage of freight cars 
controlled by air brakes in trains is receiving attention. The order of the board sets 


_ the minimum at 85 per cent, while the average works out to 91-75 per cent. 


Statements Nos. 19, 20 and 21 deal with the matter of safety appliance inspection 


r on freight cars. It will be observed that there were 105,486 cars inspected, out of 
which 6,578 cars were defective, or 6-24 per cent. There were 7,009 detects reported 
| against the 6,578 defective cars. It is pointed out that 541 terminal inspections were 


[ made to obtain the above results. 


Application for ‘approval of station locations to the number of 116 were examined 
and approved as set out in statement No. 22. ; 
A perusal of statement No. 23 shows that during the year complaints and appli- 
ons to the number of 437 were inquired into and reported upon. . 
A large number of informal matters were reported by the inspectors, all of which 


pection of station luildings and passenger cars as regards accom- 
as been carried on throughout the year with good results. 
es to the number of 7,477 were inspected, out of which 


A systematic ins 


During the year locomotiv 


' 1,141 reported as defective, or 15-26 per cent. 


Under Order No. 14115, dated April 14, 1911, railway companies are required to 
file monthly and annual inspection reports for each and every locomotive boiler and 
‘its appurtenances. A check of these reports shows that the requirements are generally 
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being lived up to. It might be pointed out that there were only 3 persons injured 
during the year as a result of locomotives dropping crown sheets of fireboxes. In no 
case, however, did our inquiry reveal defective material or workmanship. 

To accomplish the work briefly outlined above has required the travelling of 
308,096 miles during the year. : 

The question of hand-rails and foot rests on tenders and cabs of locomotives is a 
matter that is now before the department for consideration. It has been suggested 
that these conveniences would render material assistance in reducing accidents. The 
matter should be finally disposed of very shortly. 

Mention is herewith made of the interest railway companies are showing in the 
matter of providing steel passenger equipment. Our inquiry in this direction shows 
that, in so far as the several large railway companies are concerned, only cars of steel 
construction are now being built for passenger service. ~- 

The matter of the application for an order defining the maximum length of trains 
is a situation that is under investigation by the department. It has been suggested 
that there is considerable danger and hardship created by having to handle trains 
consisting of from 100 to 125 cars. ‘The investigation is progressing and a report 
should be forthcoming at an early date. 

Another important matter that is now before the department for inquiry and 
report is the question of protection afforded trains by sectionmen when the main track 
is disrupted on account of repairs. It is argued that sectionmen should be required to 
flag trains under Rule No. 99 of the Uniform: Code of Operating Rules. The situation, 
it is expected, will be finally disposed of in the near future. 

The question of standardizing the location of emergency air brake valve in pas- 
senger cars, or attaching a cord to the same to be accessible from any part of a car, is 
another matter that is now under consideration by the department. It has been sug- 
gested that, by adoption of the cord arrangement and the posting of instructions to 
passengers as to the use thereof, quite frequently a train can be brought to a stop by 
the application of the emergency valve by a passenger before serious results obtained. 
A report in this matter should be submitted without any great delay. 

Complaint has been lodged that an element of danger is created by the fact of 
giving train and enginemen surprise tests on train signals. This matter is now being 
fully inquired into. 

Attention is directed to Circular No. 139, January 13, 1915, requiring railway 
companies to post notices ten days prior to any change in passenger train service. 

Circular No. 140, January 2, 1915, sets out certain instructions pertaining to the 
inspection of locomotive boilers and their appurtenances. 

An interpretation of section 4 of Order No. 12225 is set out in Circular No. 137, 
October 7, 1914. This has reference to the matter of providing a conductor for light 
engines. 

The matter of equipping cabooses with marker sockets in the lower position is 
covered by General Order No. 127, July 6, 1914. 

General Order No. 128, 20th July, 1914, grants an extension of time in regard to 
complying with certain regulations pertaining to safety appliances as covered by 
General Order No. 102. 

Reference is made to General Order No. 131, July 6, 1914, setting out that locomo- 
tives with certain defects must not be permitted in service. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 


(Signed) GEO. SPENCER, ; 
Chief Operating Officer. 
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No. 1.—StTatemMenr showing the Number of Persons Killed and Injured on various 
Railways in Canada under the jurisdiction of the Board for the Year ending 


: March 31, 1915. ie ae 
PASSENGERS. Empioyees. |OrHEer PERSONS. Tora. 
Name of Railway. 
K. I K. I K. I K. Tae 

Kerra neplaninri kei eee oo, oo sc nes 1 150 30 266 99 98 129 514 
@anadian=PACiiCl.... sas. + sce cesies 6 26 41 96 88 76 135 198 
Canadian Northern..........,.... 1 19 9 235 16 21 26 275 
kerancishrtinkePa citi... ne scealienses.e 7 r 62 2 15 5 84 
Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo... RET ALA ak oe ae 1 55 3 4 4 59 
Canadian Northern oe Se tee leita ane 2 2 22 5 2 i 26 
EL OMVUAT CUGt Lea eriasse aheloe chssake|Siett adele ets 4 1 45 1 6 2 55 
WitelivanvGencralin ann src. lsc cree ec cee ee 2 1 28 4 6 5 36 
Ouebees Montreal and Southern...:|¢-s00. 0+). .c00ecelses ces es Bat face | crate el cee 2 
DOUMMOHPA DIANE CMe ee fete ce cilisaclete oca| paleda hecafle sas ae ds 2 Tatler 1 2 
TEED WHSLETCTVOT es eae eel (cs Re | | OLE) aT he 7 iste EPR Ba ee 
Atlantic, Quebec and Western.....}........ Do Bess che ieee ie oiscete wo [ese bane aa 1 
lara xan OOUsliaW CSbEINa,< <.shia|/sa2c1 set fswiecckeeleliec clea so Lh | Saker ee fe Goran 2 
CG RELL (CODES OY Fes oa A eed ara nee een PA aches Proto eects (eons sie Pda epee 
Chatham, Wallaceburg and Lake = 

j URI CMOS Chee SATE T Secale crabs as cre ste alice deeecn Leiden ate [eee | eee ee ae 1 

Bebsquimaltand Nanaimo...........|]...08-+0[e.eeeee- 1 2 1 1 2 3 
PMO EDASECE Mery Meee Ate ten). c(t Ntarde [era ante cin tists eancne Lite eect Rms tar Ala apts 1 
Pee cena gaa Ono tr) OLS Ogee Poiana cima cen [ee itantenc leer ae nacre ee Pe oll tres teake el i 
MMinmipesVJowituberminals: (3.8 .eealase + cls l ones coe[ecena cere DID | ites ects lest eee | ire Sea 2 
Windsor, Essex and Lake Shore...|........ 14 1 DIEU Mioeene ene 4 1 20 
Dyke sepa (ON REP RG) Or tee cope sean a (AE A ed Dr ea a d Rake Wears aN Leataetles co SU et om i) 
Algoma, Centraland Hudson Bay.|..~...--|...5...-|....00 0: 3 sla YO ae 1 3 

me Morrissey, Hernie and Michel.......|......-.|.i,.0.+-fencese-- pNP cheniencs AN | ecpeaeoe eae | 3 a 1 

BeOttavarand@ News YOLK... :..54. aoe |< foe ons alint ens ces 2. faecal | eared 2 2 6 
StANMOrd aAnduElamuton. MLCCEPIG: als de oe cars| doe eee clic cores « sells raciet ol 1 2 1 2 
BNOFDS te, a5 SAA ACR On Fane ee aD a Ze] 4 Sie) eaten ate 1 4 9 
Canadian Northern Ontario.......|........ sat Ae cae 6 5 5 5 19 
St. Lawrence Adirondack.........|......5- 3 1 7 1 3 2 13 

' Niagara, St. Catharines and To- 

IVENERRD 858, 5 Schnee hie REISE REI ae ca OST eS Os ok lisa da capeces tle a aco e tase! ep whee orl eee eee |e 3 

UCM CCIOTCN GAL Meeat eae oe Stee toc ote ke ek ll delete s-allece sencetwers Perceive carers loner cham TASER Fete 1 

Mevancouver, Victoria and Hastern..|.......-|......:-|.-+s0-> BOs Sana le pend 25 tan ic SAIN ys) 18 
SSL CUDICUM LAINE re eevee eck ceil, aiMinss victim ene cis Grove «ele o% dace 3 Biel eed att 3 3 

8 239 99 873 230 251 BOL. ele o6s 
f THE BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA. 


| No. 2—A Comparative STATEMENT of Killed and Injured between Year ending March 
| 31, 1914, and Year ending March 31, 1915. 


gen 
J PAssENGERS.| HMPLOYEES.| OTHERS. Torar 
1 a 
? ef eee cee ee 
Ie 
[Bvear puding March 31, 1914..,....:-2-.4.-00se0-+e: 31 | 339-| 249 |1,250 | 314) 310] 594 | 1,899 
"Year Bree Miakennoly 1915). acidegiz ccm sesbe cjnsies #2 +1: 8 | 239 99) | 873°|> 230) 1 se251 |S sey ile sos 
iicce3se i LO Sal SS ee ean ober! ORT eines acre cg (oy: 1 oleate a 1] Sages |e |e 
iL MAES OVEN 1914, io. ew iw cep ete seem ee 23.| 100] 150) 377 84 59 | 257 536 
| 


—— 
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No. 3.—STATEMENT showing separately the Number of Passengers, Employees and 
others Killed and Injured, and the nature of the Accidents for Year ending 
March 31, 1915. ss 


ani 


PASSENGERS.| EMFLOYEHES.| OTHERS. Toran. 


Character of Accidents.. 


Merailanent:, coo. vo ees das lo hae oe cree ay seer elena Bae Atle AGA a7 UROL ae AL a eager i 
Gollision head OM. waco ee aes dee rhe ae eae feo nee SB kat | Ste Oe nteas ord ea 2 
Gollision'réar 6nd; scte)- hove otis eeietee sc eke eles kal sees 33 1 vi 
Collisionanlyvand),.2.crcs eee ee ane Seite ds wine | wae B30 eo. ea ae tee yell ie cS 3 
Collision with cars standing foul of main track.....]....--[--0+--[rreres| 0 2 [eves elfen ee nefeeeees 
Collision with cars account open switch..........6-)...+-: UNI Se Re ace = se lea hence eames 
Collisioniatlevel.crossing.. 6 se 42 + risa cee ier all br tee 6 4 D) 
Highway crossing protected by gates.............-Jeseeee|ereeee|oreees 9 6 ) 
Highway crossing protected by bell.............+-[eeeeeefere re sforer epee ees 7 2 | 
Highway crossing protected by watchman.........|--.---|-++s+[rreresfesees: 5 2 5 
Highway crossing unprotected...........6.0.ss see e|er eee e|ee eee e|er eee 67 37 
Private Crossing <. 1c ceils folate Hele qiate wittiayam aren ejecel| eistayei+ lo eleteralione Sindee liardetey 2 3 ) 
Trespagsin@ roe ot Ace ae eather giekn a dloionmrercite roster [te srragterell oaks tere 21 170 126 
Working on or under engine...........2 0c ence e eee [e eens [ene eee 7 aa 2 5 
Inclassivied sans visi ce dee niet Gor Pokies eer ieroeetac tie 2 31 14 12 208 
Adjusting couplers, coupling and uncoupling........|.-----J-.-2--|  f [28 [owen ster eees Fe 8 
Working on track or bridgele.).. dogmas steed eee sueaie th (Oa ee OOM eevee aciac se 3 
Falling off hand car, motor or velocipedé.........-|----+-|-.----| 98 |) 40 Rjvess as 4 
Hand car, motor, velocipede struck by train.......]...---J.-----[ 9 | 9 Joes ea-|eeeess 5 a 
Orawlingunder carsy. 1 Sciraacas. ste betes em oracle eim ella enya oas Cl eoeteena es hatte 
Crawling through cars over couplers............-..|-+-++-|-+-+:- | oma 4 ters yA Isic © 1 
Caught while passing through cars between couplers}.....-|..-..-J-+-+--|  F] 0B feee eee 1 
Cansistan dint foulatsmec ies betel erat cet bey te et ere (res ha tlie etal rn SANE MS 
Struck by switch stand, water spout, etc...........]....--[.-.0--1 | [ewer e Joneses a) 
Crushed between cars, buildings, platforms, etc....}.....-|...-.-Jeres2+| 9 Jesse ee|eeeeee]ee eee 
Explosion of locomotive boilers... ir... coerce sole] ae epi eet eerie tetera slowits boats eth utes 
Falling off passenger traim..... 0... 2-2. ..0552 05.00 2 8 1 3 
Falling off tender while handling coal..............Je-.00-)e-ce--feeeees] 6 Jee ee |ee eee fone 
Falling off tender while taking water..............Je0:-0[oeeee-[eeeees AY Are ee sy oa ee 
Worlding in'shopscicchurs tore Lene tec alse mee. dle ences | aes etal ene ey oO acai Neer 4 
Riding om pilot. of engine] hte si cree estate iste creer al| Eee ha testo | a 0 Os cede ae i Ds 
Overhead: bridge nie. ake ooo ease ok abs sewer M elect bh laces 08 | ee eigen ges ele Pa,  ata le reaco|Eeens 
Repairing cars on repair track when moved by 
ONG Lok yeas ay wees bts es bees etre sk AE ots ear Seslnce oil ane Ree asl estan ns oe tae ee 
Falling off top of car while walking over train.....]......|.:.... BAe MS ats eel ets acces 4 
Falling between cars going over top..........0..-2-|e.seee[eeee- of S| 9 BD Jee eee ale eee 2 
Train parting and colliding ac. 2 5 oie oswols sieges ae es [eRe are oe 1 1 
Jumping off trainin mMOtlont. naia.care to ecse eee 2 vy 1 3 
Attempt to board train in motion.................. 1 12 1 2 
Washout: 3) coy tee co em or ae ee ea eee 6 1 bo 
Bridge gave way or burnt......6....-0..0-0208-: Se ee Seed eee Moo mL ln eens 1 
Mleetrocuted 0s Fs hese ee he A cae cir ahs a oN cca ae | Re rene fen ne tee 2 |e 
Run down by engine or-canee. alsadssen eke anes: 1 6 2 33 ; 
Passing too close around. endjof string Of Cars. a5...8) 0 soot accel aame eel agente cere as ieee re 
Caught.in frog, g@ard rail orswiteb FOd | ao. nar 5. Sao toe ie oeeereeney me aa epeuetenea late. lorane | renege 
Canehtovbile throwing,.s witch x. fice ate tr ode ef cee Late ace einai all aac eet et ode | aaa 
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SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


THE BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA. 


No. 5.—ComParative statement in totals of killed and injured between year ending 
March 31, 1914, and year ending March 31, 1915, separately for each and every 


accident. 
; 1915, 
Character of Accidents. 1914, 1915. ee ra 
Increase. Decrease, 
Ke i Ge KE 
LDISIEY TAG Magne cite gd ee a cere 39 | 257 7 
BP OMISTOTING NONE RN Se ony, ene OA. Nc, ds es ee cm 7 29 2 
SP OMISIONMeATICN fins sccteMs vay decade vars cccheoek 14 23 7 
IP OMNGIONEMAVATCE Ai hese «Lote tp oisitetanckeiads 18 55 3 
Collision with cars standing foul of main track..... |...... Biller. 
Collision with cars account open switch............ 5 Dies, | Peers 
Collision at level crossing.............. 1 39 2 
Highway crossing protected by gates.............. 10 13 6 
Highway crossing protected by bell............... 1 6 2 
Highway crossing protected by watchman......... 6 12 2 
Highway crossing unprotected......... 44 84 37 
» PTS GGIERUT Vad) Slee ne an ee rr 2 3 3 
TU NOSURRISTIN aes SN ae ene MOM heel em ne ee 238 164 170 
Morkineyonlor under engine... /s.. 02.0. .6..6<0c eens. 6 92 2 
“USGLRNSISTTISU@VGTS Cc tcc 5 eta et ee ae Ont 29 | 293 12 
Adjusting couplers, coupling and uncoupling........ 11 60 7 
Working ontrack or bridge. .........2-0e.e..deces.. ise), alae 3 
Falling off hand car, motor or velocipede.......... 2 30 4 
Hand car, motor, velocipede struck by train....... 10 13 5 
Berea linomimaer Cars tics dh. i. dee fs cca Whe ok: « Os | env or 
Crawling between cars over coupler................ |......J...--- 1 
Caught while passing through cars between couplers 6 4 1 
SePoeSCancIne tOUlMmeNey. ns Flan achlkee vs oes 2 OBIS Re. 
Struck by switch stand, water spout, etc...... 4 21 1 
Crushed between cars, buildings, platform, etc..... 4 UGA tacestat 
Beamlogion of locomotive boiler: ...0.5 cece... ¢cecs. [betes tleaceasliosec. 
Halling off passenger trains........................ 6 NG 3 
Falling off tender while handling coal....... 1 Cole Ne 
Failing off tender while taking water,............. |...... OC lage 
VHLOTA ag I GUO) oy St i in en Ge 105 4 
Riding on pilot of engine....... 3 14 2 
LE YOR sets [22 30h i a 2 ON ayeees 
Repairing cars on repair track when moved by 
COREG, < a chu cy Ue LEB gpa eae ne OR aE 1 Aye 
Falling off top of car while walking over train...... 4 41 4 
Falling between cars going over top...... 2 5 2 
Eammeparting and Colliding,.. 5... ...0s ck escce. 7 8 fl 
Jumping off train in motion.......... 7 55 3 
Attempt to board train in motion................... 8 47 2 
ee ee ace I ae Re 
Mereigave way or burnt): ei icc scene fev eecsficvees 1 
OSCE OOS aS Sa eae re Zoi ee eee 2 
maNclowni by: CNGiNe OF CAT... -.- 6 oc ese cee s ccc e ee 56 64 33 
assing too close around end of cars......... 1 NS Peet aca 
Caught in frog, guard rail or switch rod...... 1 are eee 
Caught while throwing switch..................... Jesse. 1h aac 
Falling off.cars while climbing ladders.............|...... 13 1 
alling off cars while working hand brake...... 2 12 1 
) UATE A eee ea ae Ney ee an ES, 8 
Bape elon t meee Ge Onn A) 8) an ee 1 ABT ates 
fending O.C.S. material......... 00.06.0060 e eee 3 DO) rameter 
Building and GSS NITE ee, OES (2 2 salt re eR LRA (ta LOD ee 
ME DELCOSLCHULO..-... 4 occ ce ccus tecsecees 1 7 1 
vars moved while loading or unloading............ 1 OB intolalaas ¢ 
UID ODE sri cece gave cs seve eeence es 1 ers Meer bored weer len’ 
airing cars on running track when moved by 
| Cc ae a ne er ceniner See 4 rahe ae 
Locomotive dropped crown sheet of fire box....... 2 fs lee OW 
594 {1,899 337 
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\ 
: 6 GEORGE V, A. 1916 
THE BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA. 


No. 6.—Comparative statement in totals of killed and injured between year ending 
March 31, 1914 and year ending March 31, 1915, for each railway separately. 


Name of Railway. 5 1914. 


Grand Lruribenieete esse. te RE Fhe Se rg ck SOL Rtg ayeAl 
Ganadinn Pacihics tain. wean stasied oie teenie peice or Sas 
@anadian Northetnie. cs sec 5.26 ie Oe mera: 24 
Grand Trunk Paciiici, «0s reo tees ae pre = 17 
Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo.............--.+-+- " 
4 
1 
1 


Canadian Northern Quebec........--..2+s+seeeeee 
Pere Mato Webbe. <n-i0h 3. carte: porters to cin orien 
Algoma Central and Hudson Bay........-...++++-: 
Momdonid: Wake Ginie.....)5 Shaw si riebaasiken eter ry aar st 
Winnipeg Joint 'Terminals..3....4 060.2 jedeetie Sees | eh ec) BP leer Gl tae ala ome) aaa ae 
Atlantic, Quebec and Western............++5+25555 2+ uae 
Wabash’. ceeds Sob ccs cttledin s qed telastye seta etl) Wels 1 Lz Ne Sa) ae LR | ae ee 
Quebec, Montreat and Southern.............--+.+:. 
Windsor, Essex and Lake Shore... .44.2..0.000-e00-[0 > Ba 20 PREPS Nissan F 
New Brunswick and! Ps B.D icc cebirss wet cars so sift eee ell a MV cca cet? aie aera ea era 
Brieh: Colum biel. ch ere paehs oc cea an caer 1 
Miehieant Central cin a. cdearade nade) peat ead 11 
Moncton and buctouthe. se .2-cahik see cate ee 4 
Gant ral On CaEIO se cee aes ei ee ered Pat iad eee nar 2 
Central Vermont 8 
DormmnronwAtlantice. yc sevcmee cist ae ice celica see creteicet)| Dear 
CANT SCeCotEE: Hrs Sent San IRA 9 me a nA WA Ren cna gs catch 
Qi Tuawrence ang Adirondack 46 cscs ace erat alleen 
Morrissey, Fernie and Michel............6.--+--0-- 
Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern...........-.+..-. 
Boston ANG Matos. apa dasa. Loa vaneecekamdts waceMenate t|teminaear 
Maine Central of alee ic vcdc bo cuc ebioieG he able blace SUatetes at] vchovar sco) Dg Gia Nice es fo. halraen g el | eg ceca ea ee 
Ottawa and: New Mork pee cece eke ee aie Bata alters 
Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto.........-.... 
Ganadian Northern Ontario Aa. edvle. ecw este ee Ol) | Att | WOO, 5 gH hel eer Cini eae 
Montreal and Southern Counties...............-+-- 
Bay or Quintestuaivce une ees eo ahinatennies rere ea 
Esquimalt and Nanaimo 
Algoma, Bastern. si... caches scles icone § sige sind le bie ara} blero esuall stare ceeradl a aie ces et Saas | an 
Healifaxcand South! Westertns ¢. ci -ccoec sc wennns siete nomena 
Chatham, Wallaceburg and Lake Erie 
Quebec and Lake St. Johine....descs cc yvqe ees eet alle oes afier diee alia OO | Ml apeene | Rae | ere 
Erie And Ontario crs so cbse tances ce nage nice ses al epot ele eae ede =| eceesgpel Wo LUN cirerale inte illus | a 
Brantford and hamilton’. }. see ache kos «cs obeteciel | letaeeteiatl nee 1 A a A es RPP TR 
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No. 7.—STATEMENT showing collisions attended by personal injury investigated dur- 
ing year ending March 31, 1915. 


File. Date. Railway. Place. Killed. | Injured. 
Inv 1914 
BoOOM CDE HY ct nce ae coe (CLRASE a Grantons 4imilesicastnscs. ere eae ene i 
GOT om EAT tL oh eek ae « Ce Rs ete Sb Catharines, Ontos... gs stiri tae ae 3 
BOSS MPNUET tim Hie sus Vokes, dive a2 Q:O:R.... Matapedia, Warren’ S\Croesinga: oa. va elie ae on 1 
BONA Me TOV ele ts oh c LG ef ed eva ae oe North Ban. Onpoas capt e vate een eA if 
“Sab Cas CPN tec Port Erie, Onto. co. 0 aaa ctcd age Smee shies ie one ae 1 
RRO VIS I ee an iy eee CG SDR ences tesveas Hore, Borie, Yard Un. i, c9 oe on Meera ch ae 2 
SAD Ty HRT Yehae Ao eee ee WE) & T.. 8: Besex;, Naylor's Gurvesi sie ee 1 
AOS MOMMY MLO Ny tat oa <5 GIN Eur oe ke Edmonton Yard west onde cao. fait eo eee rh 
SploMsuly: 20 ow. Gala ae RIVERS AY ATG ce, ches cach eam ie ea mn eas 2 
Se OUNON NOL thule sacs: - ORIN nee Cote Siding, 7 poles. ensteu.)- su) een eee 3 4 
BOOM OM EVE AD ce cae lee oi ays CaN Rita aect Hum belt, Sask. vatanc didepeunstuer: ant eee ae 1 
SVs) | VLCC a GaPa Westmount Yard. ;Quebecigaen aa. eae ae 1 
BOSD SED Ue sob noses (Ga ISI Ri Ss ee Wom okey. soe. bite i eee es | eae 25 
BOOM PA UC OAL Di a hes ak Go Bayes 3 PEAUSCODA 4, .hai sty vouate Eee a RE ee 1 
S500 uly v17)..0-.0< +. Gurr. Reddits rc.) tenets cns6. epee ent ae ee 1 
SOLS MOCHA ADE. croc ass wht RIM Ret eon, St. Thomas, Wilson Avenue Crogsing....].......... 1 
BOSOM OGbE Oth tae ance (Carar Prederietion \... pesciiir. stipes atte eet seen hee 2 
PGAQUISeDts ide. ocak ca hie. (C1 al 8 Wien el Rossport, ODE. manaher conte tae ce ra ena toe 3 
BOATAHINO WE RO® cc mide s bce ah GRR eo a St. sclenti1@ nee eres oie Gob ene ie ene | ae ene 8 
BOOOMHNOVS LOS nebo. she. CruPaRaee Guelph Junction ed What aay pa cet fee te 1 
SOO TMLNONMAY LEE. ide sae ot gos DS te oa) nie isan ~V.ard.,,OW6 tenis. pee el ee ie 
BUOT MONI. foes... Cae pene TOTOREO: oc. aumgciioyha canoice ithe Malic ea eh tin eR 1 
Broa ecs On... che. cigs Wabash....... Darling, Road y4anailes! caste a et eee |e 3 
STOOMANOW MLE sci bn a oss (CAB Ne Boonie Miernibtondapavaatckasc con fee eee ae ee a eee NS os 8 
BUST MEDEG a 10s. cw ed CORR ee he BadgerisiCut,Onte. sae BY cope cite ec ssn aL ee pea tee 1 
ROS CCU he seats sce bes: CEOTSIR, oe ae, Campbellford A miles’ Gastar. cok dace Sil ek cian 3 
STA Dee. WO. gk oe oan Gale an Samia /Punneliy :jretenc cavcde ae ese eee tomers Mee eae 1 
ADA CCR MAD sc. cutee eek} Cs rt Te Big, ATIC TEEN soace: 8 Ride sicass base RMN OR Ee aCIDaE ayaa | a 2 
OWA UB PEC Oat Page oe (GMP SIR aah Pa. Win CSOT. & bya Rl kitmeic.cie ak Wee Eo ar a ieee ee eet ae 3 
SYA DCL tel 2 Ee (OFA Wal soe eee A IN ear: Welland oa ioA aque acct eE ee one ie 9 4 
Bie MWCO. elo. ns os GOPaRe oar Merritton® (Ont ceenrnetciele. & ateacbee a umn ates nate none 2 
HOG eye mae, wk, Gems nea Callender, Ontiskcar che rimiee eel eee 3 
SOMATIC econ cles cacy Ss: NE StuCs & Thorold) Balls Crossings ene ten dee 2 
BHa Ou alllvaece acme td G St. 
fe aN on Ol Londons WesteRectonya Sureetiunvste nea heemeaee heneee fi 
BH OUMIIUNE 21 kh brn GARR ee spree. Kinburn, ie mileswwestwunens aca 2 2 
RUA OW INOW BOrsny a. 65 0+ GEER eo eee Preston, /Ont)s mileysouth en este oe eee 2 
BeCOn Maar 29.0 ts GEOR fateh Palmerston) :Ong sacs suiner sae te eee okt res mea 2 
BrelDecsiol., 61... A (pel Pane ee Sta Thomas oY arden se mee settee eteees oe aera 2 
BGon We A I26.. 5... 2a). Cel DR Pe eee Blackwater Junctioneg rn sant pate ert ee ene 3 
SWAGUIG | Hh el ke ee ae (ANG Rs eee ts Hdmonton) Vardi. saeccseraworeedin deren tail oer a eee 1 
BroGeibec, Bias. bi s.c.... VIP steve Gas NONtEOBE 8) | Besse. doen cue poo Se Ee ee 1 
pesomeb. MON. itr. 0t... (ORINIFL NE Oy Oar zoe St. James east distant semaphore........].......... 10 
BAD IGNINCD ka atis cess ss ss (CPE cenpeie Montreal Bonaventure Seigneur Street... 1 30 
BSOMEVH OD: O2Oeian.. xis: CR ee caine Kullaloe,) Ontaen caer ree eae Ieee tate ae 2 
Bomimivane 10h, we (Gel Re ak. Coteaudunctions Vanda: caren ee all eae 2 
tom NAT 2) cies ales (GR GSU: 
RR a jones. Montreal «Cotenst slvaul byorclensan seer c| ern 4 
Messe.| Dec. 22............ COuPr Restos Gillen. River &jatasnt siti cteveuemansinnet Se dieters, sored alleen arene 1 
BOO jHebe 2... ....... GPR... \Mileage/s7a7, Drenton so. Scien ea 1 1 
RAUB WADI 22.0... tee oe a CrP Rec D6: 
Revere e Across Pairyilles(Westi ot. J Ol) raat torn. neue omiae eee ete 3 
Total number of investigations................+.. 49 
POEAL: Liles Mees bce be whe mle ale: sache!ooNe sheraiotatets iodo ate 19 
Heo taleiniiure let eciertess igre reciente ioctas te een ae 165 
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No. 8.—STATEMENT showing derailments attended by personal injury investigated 
during year ending March 31, 1915. 
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File. Date. Railway. Place. Killed. | Injured. 
Inv 1914 
RY ATMS Oa Sees edu ae TOR) &B.....|amilton Dunne Jumetlone ce tex creieetest=s} artemis karts 1 
3385 |Jan Sait) Shi a GuPORA. eee Mileage’ bl, Ienace SAD... 2. seseeewe =| vee tear 1 
D407" ||Mars (20s sama ee oe GR ae GouthicRiver. Meare eon. cease @ atiae etre ein eheremns eae 1 
SAT LA pric Unie seb kee 2 Gea eer er Brantford’ Ont. ce i oboe cperek Saale oe oe eeies etna: E 
SAB 1 WATE LOM screen n ere {5 UR eee Montreal, Point St. Charles............-].-++--.+5- i 
OVE DERN es P10 Gola aaniner ee M. & B. Ry..|Scotch Settlement Station..........-.... 4 2 
San | Mayer eoscur cee Gal Rete ee Richmond), Ques. ss50-0 See er eee cee lees Efi! 
SABO Maye ete een MiG Rae. 13T1b-4300)] eA Hee AHORA Canoe odes cul [ates aie v6 4 2 
SAT Wun Loe eerste i Gen Re ce Wingham: Ontos acs]. 00 sotide aoe re tie lla iets 2 
BART NINO lA: ioe oer pea GUE SR eee er Bromptouville, Quemen ce ane eee elec ete 3 
sy ial Pitee AC Gee Asani ds CUNO tere POPIMS Ville noice haere is RSet ae cree ea ee) eg earl 4 
ShGo | Septs. sos eia-e rte. = GONE oe Browns Hill, near Enterprise............|.....-.--- 5 
SECT Uv oO wc eet GAR re reieee Maple ake: 'Onttaset : Ves oh haere se eter Glee cheers 1 
SEASON Septee kO. ciate sy oie SRR oe aie St. Catharines, ON a Fe A ae ol ere coker 1 
AGrahabercin Lswaacean dase CUP IRE TP aliMilesge 22-5, “Doronto, Seb ip ayererae se erate 2 
SAN) |Septer ce cae heya eae CoP UR se ee Balliver st mile-west 2... eae Le ae 
SESS OCD hea otne Pee C.P.R:.7.....|Mileage 86, 2 poles east Laggan, S.D.. T |. sae 
SBGT: |OGur min ee ate Garsiva sree. Mimico, Manufacturers’ Siding <4 6.. oe oleae serene 1 
SB74 | INO base ree eye oe Gul Re eee ae Belleville? Ont-. issue, feos: oe eet eer eee 1 
BATT. \OGteclmlia mes. aint: GR earner Real Manis sees inc < deel ee teat eae 1 
ZERO NOVe lo eee CANS Ree ae Mileage 316, S poled South Oe preeenecnt |i crnacen 3 
SEOGLVINOValt Soe epee. C.P.R........|Mileage 39, Cascade, SDA eee eee Bin Dae ie ee: 
SAAS Arran) en ee eee ee te CRINAO a oes Edmonton; east end Of yard = eee ee) emer er i! 
21094 Mar 1 OMe elke eee: (Get Reese rae Dorval. (Quest soil ee Sone cartier ane ae teon | aoe eee i 
BAG Ti iiyre skort aes de anes CBE: ee FMile Gis ee wee tae bree re oie ctrl i aes eee 1 
SEO ule eo chee ss HMO arece oe A Berdeen Yards. oo. corto t on ee onl aera 2 
BOON Rebs aR Saee eee tee GAPS ee Histow el eo LMT eee oF Seite stn att eee Zz 
OV OST ODL blcniea ae tae. GaSe ae Wisto wel. oes e ye Se ee oes eee ore eee 2 
BOG ANON oO ees cir oe Be ge Ne wee | Mile-Pesh 22 Fsouthtoiees rer ae 1... ee 
27981 Beard Ge eie take see CORR Sr Mile 18) Goventocky Si. 2.040 eer [ete ies 1 1 
SOO Naw ere 0 users Heese a etal] OF 5, hs White Rock. Somiles north s.<2 4. sore ie 1 
SSA Nh eba. nar acon eet. GER es eine Welland: "Ontige cots nether eee on aes Sak | cee Seamer 1 
BST toy, FREI mide 5 Gu ee Seaforth: ‘Ont teen eee eae ae | ee ae ee 4 
S806; Pebh Soca ater, THis ie Coyle ards beamilton, Onte.anen meet anise 1 

Total number of investigations.......... pa Whe 34 

“Potal keulledd scout. ois os oie neo. a heen, Soa ee oe eee aera 11 
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No. 9.—STATEMENT showing highway crossing accidents attended by personal injury 
investigated during year ending March 31, 1915. 


File. Date. Railway. Place. Killed. | Injured. 
Inv 1914 
OOCMINEAEMEEO tcc nd «a6 4 IMG ay aes Tona, Main Road crossing). 6: eet a lee eee 1 
BouOm Wane lh .4 os os GSR ae. Montreal, St. Honk Place>.sk oad ee 1 
ocd WMaTe® US fe ccc ee. Gre Dushtarant fete Tecumseh, Pikevereeles.. ey ijras mare eae ies tO Vee sist 
DOSOE Mary Pcs ted oo chon (GL Rah tes 2 Port Hope, John Street CTOSSIND GY Jiiocn acl oh ae week I 
Sere MIN Gi tia (CMe Aa ae Near Stoney Creek, Harris {16 | eee Fee meas 2 Ly 1 
OOO IMEI Ee ae. ood corso, (Gadd Sie aac Hamburg, Waterloo Street CHOSSINE: «>. 15 |- cnn ema ep 1 
SOR NEAT IO ees cca wee 2 Grade AEs eee Toronto, Bloor Street crossing........... Ha) RE fh 98 9 
BAO 2 NIMIAT S20 cca di sc CUP ORE. aes Mileage 45, Glen Norman.) eee: Lh ae cciees Sete 
BALOMHADIIL 15, afc os ae GE hs Pee ae Berlin, Wilmot Street CLOSSING. ¥en: | weirs al 
BAZIN Mayioeco reek... Gu eee London, William Street crossing...... 1. VLE eee ee 
OM NDEE 2200 oh ee os a IM @oR Sarcme Bridgeburg, Thompson Road crossing. . Vere Ree 1 
SAB Sse ego Cal ea ee (GER ee Toronto, Jones Avenue crossing. . Mele bcrateny ce 1 
S484 Man do. ook ee. COR eer eet Waterville, Town Hall crossing. . bd oll eet soa 1 
SP Siela Wij o al 75 See GR ee. Simcoe, Norfolk Street.. Fe ic lal Beer eae 1 
3486 |May 19............ 1) OA 2 nee ae Harwick, erossing west of Mull. EMEA ccs (een epee 1 
BaaieenMiaN esa lakes osd.5 Ga IR epee Brampton, James Street crossing second : 

CAS OE cot ok iesaite bo cada te eee eee lee ee 
BAoo) IMay 20) vo. 2.225. ¢. GEES saat. Lindsay, South Junction. . ee > Ape ae Tine heceatereeese 
3456 |May 30........ ee Gt ee ee Montreal, Guy Street crossing. . x tee | tenet Ss 1 
BtoUn (Mas; 28.0... 2..... Ca Ral | Quebec Dorchester Street crossing. LATS) eta ee 1 
BAOOMIM amends fe eee C.P.R........]West Toronto, Royce Avenue crossing...].......... 1 
SeOOM UNO e abe stl Geil Raves ..|Toronto, Cherry Street Crossinga.ne une |e eee eee is 
DAG May. 30. .....%.<..-, Ga eae Lachine, Brewster Aven Gs. 2-me eae ae IL f'| hare ot Soot 
3462 |May 16............ Gea Ras es Seatorths erossinoveast Olas weecere eat eee ieee 1 
3463 |May 9............ GR ene hes St. Pauls- Station, crossing west of.......].......... 1 
BAT OMMune = Gums oas ck. ood UA Ree a Lancaster, public crossing............... Is | We xe eee 
aU SSVAN A at eee GAR Fe ance Hamilton; Wentworth. streete..4-25.26) | et eee 1 
SUCRTN Ht hiya eee (CONS ia aires Tp. of Gillimsbury, south Mount ‘Albert 4 

Sta tLON: Se rtesarihs 406 oo Were eR) ee ne | eee 
BASOsUNe: On... oe. (Gil Nel Ba eee Montreal, cPultond Street crossing........|.. ae A i 
SPESOMIU UL vam (Oe ya et tip. G.T.R........|Shallow Lake, crossing 4 mile north.....}.......... 2 
ASO UNO MO Tek yee tn de G2P Ra | Mileage 764 Eidimontonis. Dee ence eee: Daa Wee hee eet i 
BAS OM Ulver Voste evn fei: os Gia id Baek ae Hamilton, Ottawa Str eet crossing. . 1 a heen a cegy oe 
SEOE IA TRI yy «a een ee GR aR es ye, Peter boro, public crossing 1 mile east.. 1 1 
SEDO AITIE OS(s ere eee (Gye ead ay _../Toronto, MacLennan GVienle ee ere ee Do heey cena 
AOI Whi a" 5p ee CPR. +#.....|Passett; crossing Jamile-west..0.) 7.0. Pa aise eo Bs 5 
BOUOW Ulver dds... 2.3.8 C.P:R......../Quebec, Belle Road crossing............. 1S oe ae Se 
BpOle ulys 16%... fee. O2P Rene Calgarya sth streetimast... neem ee db ice seen 
SOOM y ue dae. 9). ub. outs, GR ape oe, Lansdowne, first.crossing: west. j.0-4... see eee 1 
3565 Ste mee A GANRRe. oe Hort, William), Miles.street, i. co5 ea eee eee wi 4 
BowieAgh) S205. ee. B. & M.......|Ayers Cliff, first crossing south.. a Pe Pearce) Wi 
Bebe UNC 2256 bn! le a CEN ae. West Fort William, Gore street.. saa ILM WP in Seven 2 
Bee uly, 31.22... a... Ciba sem Scarboro,y LP inca shoe a pote ata | eee eee 1 
3525 re ere ee MO SIN Eve eerie Melfort crossing........... Dea etd ladle een ee 1 
SAG WANT ISE =a a C.P.R........|Toronto West, Road crossing Weston....}.......... iE 
3531 sR eRne er. CUPOR... ...2|Winnipes), Robinson avenue... ar ake er lene eae -1 
Boot Aug. 19.0.... 092... MACHR tn te St. Thomas, Queen Street crossing.......|.......... 1 
SOT) SS ae Glee cee st. coun: Jacques Gartion serves. toed eee 1 
BOO ANIC 24. oy Lo GOR es os Sarnia, Divine Strect.. pelos cd eens 2 
BESORPAU SWOT occ eae es (BeUNio rae ent Near M. P2236; Port Arthur, 1h po enn a a 1 
8595 AL Sa ee (Ope ats _|Birchton, crossing between lots 15 and 16 1 le ee eee 
3597 3:1 ee Coe IE eee cesses Strathmore, crossing just west station. . 1 >| Se ene SEE 
BeMasiSent. wll... 62... C.P.R........|Dixie Station, Mileage 12-61.. 4 ee 1 (ae Sm es 
Beer yl... GreUhae meet Montreal, crossing east Bridge street ellen tase <- 1 
3610 pear Gas seta ars Ste. Hyacinthe, Bertrands crossing: ..22/|jecnss ane © 1 
2613 eet, 5 (rod DEN atk am oe Lachine, Que., 18th FAAS E Lhe oc 5 CUO ila. cae eee 
Lie OX es W.E. & L.S... Windsor, Gravel Road (CYrOSSING se aaa. os lee eerie 1 
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al 


— 


Railway. Place. Killed. | Injured. 
C.PiR este Mortlack, Government Road crossing...| ss 1 |....--++-: 
IN SER Daal Winnipeg, Portage avenue........... Liters ore 
B. & H.E. Ry|Ancaster, crossing between ‘ots 47 and 48 
GAkt Redences Hamilton, crossing Barton street.........].-..-..-+: 

W.E. & L.S...|Ruthven crocsing lots 10 and 9...........}......-+-: 
SL LG eats, eee Amigari, crossing at station............-|-.++++=-:- 
(Gute Rare ae King) ‘Crawfords\¢rossing..-2.-:ncec- ses eben 
CEA RB anon Morrisburg, first public west............-[---++-++>> 
CN haeree Deliste: Main streetene cuccn tee citi sral ep ermen tages 
GARE Seen Niagara Falls, March Crossing sseeciac ats seis anan 
Me Gu Le Sua atid Brantford, Toll Gate crossing... 040... [he <2 oer 
el Ig) gear et Moborough, first public crossing west....}.........: 
Gere atten Toronto, Strachan avenue...............0}-eeseeeee- 
GARR. ‘|\Gorontoy Church street: .....cncpaers - ele | eer et ia 
GaP Re eek Knowlton, Victoria St. level crossing,, 


Da aH Og oA c eA re ae Sone aol fmode eee Ae 


rat 
as 
el 
al 
iee 
12 
Go Remo re Hamilton, Wellington street..............[+----:-5-+ 
GUTS Ree a Hamilton, Ferguson avenue.............-[eseeeeeses 
CUP SR ‘N@hathamy Wavoire streets: peace ete eer emie me eeuets 
Gup Re eee Dominion, Second Avenue crossing......} LJ. - esse eee 
MEGER Pane Tillsonburg, first road crossing...........J © sL Je----- ess 
GERAR es Winchester, tirstvcrossingce ents amir teen! siete meine 
VEG Pence london, Colborne: street-ie o-- verpacerd cee eo ere 
Gale eee Grimsby, crossing east station...........]..--+-+++- 
C.P.R........|Ottawa, Ridgemont, crossing Bank St., 
AULT. plies Oc oer aray were y ei ER tC «acto ys 2 SLs 1h eee 
CAPERS, ae ov Quebed Sor Martins pee crate etter eerste 
(ORE Taal ees Lambton “A DUndas'noad... 2 ort oe Erman eure anne 
GPS aera Rideau, public crossing east $ mile....... 
Gy DER Age Sees Near Vankleek Hill, Ont., Brick Yard..| 3 |..-.--++:: 
ea Uiglategeniees Ae Montreal, Atwater Avenue..7...........J  -b J---- eee 
GEST ee Toronto, Royce,Avenue....:2- sheers se) | heme alee 
CaN SR Eee es Markham, bet. Thornlea and Richmond].......... 
(CRY Cs) oa ert area Sundridge Street crossing at northend...) = LL |..----++-- 
(Gree leve 5 -|Cooksville Station, Dundas Road.......].......--- 
SS A Eee ate Meaford, Bridge St. crossing, Ont.......)} oD J---- eet 
GON Bites eee Edmonton Ottawa avenues t sco sccieiles ste uanyer 
GW Reet eaaee London, Edgerton Street crossing.........) 4 Jerre reeees 
1 Wak ee eee CsP RR _.|St.-Marys, first crossing west, mil. 2337.}.......... 
Clee _|Missouri, third crossing west, mil. 106-6. 
CL Moe geate am Montreal, Vinet Street crossing..........} «- LJ------++%% 
NTR a ett St. Thomas, 2% miles west............+--|ese+s-0-+s 
Gat Raver St. Henri, St. Phillippe Street crossing..].......... 
Gaia ae Hamilton, Rebecca Street crossing......|......-.-- 
GANER Basen eos Mileage 35, first crossing east of station, 
IDhitsyoolov ame RRMA ce odlaerate m0 do Hench Un arey: 
C.P.R........|Chatham, Queens Street. crossing........|......-.-- 
NPYAG, coakl, 
fod pepe ert eee St. Timothee, crossing 300 feet south....|.......... 
Ge token oe Newstadt, Hoggman’s crossing..........]..- ey ate 
| ib Bet oe Wyoming, Main Street crossing..........{ © - sb J.--+--s0 
(CRAB aR Aad athe: Simcoe Union Street crossing............ 
NAS Ft rn it Se CAE Ma lce Shore: J Unc OlOnint panei erate eae toe ays) orate ae oan 
fs Re oe Gs Re Oy Al Galt, kerr Strectiordssing 700 oe ol etal 
C.P.R ; Bay ik Public Road crossing Grand 
3611 PRGA CCAS RAO Roe nee OTE MT C7 
©. Puky Mil) 44°20), Mail Roadscnossing. -e cain) careers ie 
Nears Elgin, 1 mile west about mil. 62:5.......|.......... ; 
(Ea Ye ene ad Brampton, first crossing west............| «EL J-+-- 2588 . 
MG Rees ne Stevensvilley street, west Ol. oo beuclte socials ss ee ue ee 
Shad Doh Baba aie ee Hamilton, Sherman Avene... i. cece dcen|ew es nee toe 
G, Ro eee London, Clarence Bireétstita ol rae cre a] ete e wematals 
C.P.R........|Drummondville Junction, Main road.....]....-..... 
H. & S.W.....|Bridgewater, Baker’s crossing...........|...--++++:- 
C.P.R........|/Leonard Station, crossing west......4..2)..scis.+«- 
Total number of investigations..............-..+- 115 
‘Total letlled' cite duane ne ire Maes ie ee ca 48 
id Wopns 1 Ngush 18X10 khan gree etre nary Ra te carer ca nae oy ci 93 
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No. 11.—ReEcapirutation of Accidents Investigated. 


N sea 


——— iavestions Killed. | Injured. 
tions. 


Statement number 7 showing collisions attended by personal injury 


investigated during the year ending March 31, 1915................ 49 19 165 
Statement number 8 showing derailments attended by personal injury 
investigated during year ending March 31, 1915.. 34 11 81 
Statement number 9 showing highway crossing accidents attended by 
personal injury investigated during year ending March 31, 1915.. 115 48 93 
Statement number 10 showing various other accidents attended by 
personal injury investigated during year ending March 31, 1915.. 268 65 233 
Obese Mit eh cleat sateen ee oc ea ee ere 466 143 572 


No. 12,—STatEMENT showing the Number of Highway Crossing Accidents by Prov- 
inces and Railways, Year ending March 31, 1915. 
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No. 16.—STATEMENT showing the Number of Persons Killed and Injured on the various 
railways in Canada, under the jurisdiction of the Board, from February 1, 1904, 
until March 31, 1915, classified and shown separately for each and every year. 


PASSENGERS. EMPLOYEES. OTHERS. Toran. 
Year. — SSS — 
K I K I K. if K I 
1 Tt Rts duo Apo Rad couric te 38 168 92 161 14 402 144 
CT Ree ee ene oe conde can pau 76 43 126 163 179 17 381 223 
Thy eee a Stevenchss ooctc as 42 210 212 Sil! 206 76 460 603 
19082. tan patina eee 64 326 246 806 219 177 529 1,309 
195095 chee ei ucee eredrt tate eine 26 DATS 191 769 231 205 448 1, 201 
1010s ee Ree ee tak ee eee 51 211 194 745 Oeil 167 456 1,123 
101T os. ae en oo eee eee 24 132 263 788 207 199 494 1,119 
{OOS ee reeine nie cernene eee 28 292 230 1,381 231 238 489 1,911 
1013. hee wie seers eos 21 410 303 1, 603 319 218 643 2,231 
JOA Se ol. cake een oe 31 339 249 1, 250 314 310 594 1,899 
TOT ae ee oh eo Ay Se eect toe ort 8 239 99 873 230 251 30% 1,363 


Motalger war isc Hern = 444. | 2,467] 2,281} 8,787 | 2, 508 | 1,872 | 5,233 | 18,126 


No. 17.—SvaTEMENT showing the Number of Persons Killed and Injured in the More 
Prominent Accidents on the various railways under the jurisdiction of the 
Board, shown separately for each year for the five years ending March 31, 1915 


akg wle 1912. 


Nature of Accident. 


Berailment.. ocean eck euetets wae cee 9} 66) 45) 221 39 
Collision, head! ON... o.2sasan ls ee ee 21] 30} 8) 58 7 
Collision, rear end...........--- ies Ms y 33) 13) 31 14 
Collision, in yard........0...0--5 +8090 | Ear, Team: 18 
Collision with cars, foul main track....|---. Al GRD | ed ae 
Collision with cars, open switch......... 1 4 2| 39 5 
Collision at level GLOSEMLO car eettast erase tT UT peel 1 
Highway crossing, protected............ #5 Fl) P1SIs 26 17 
_ Highway crossing, unprotected......... g *| 36) 53 44 
Highway crossing.......:-+.--+++eeees> POT POS em eke | artes ercstad| ovate cme = |icvet oa frame 
TRESDASSING. ap acr steer on gies ame ae 146} 69] 162} 122 238 
Adjusting couplers, coupling, ete.....-.-. 63} 11] 63 11 
Hand car, motor, etc., struck by train.. 9 9). 13} 10 10 
Struck by switch stand, water spout, etc.|.-.. 9 2| 22 4 
Caught between cars and buildings...... Foe laaz alae 4 
Falling off passenger trains.......-....-+ 3 9 a\ ie 6 
Falling off top of car, walking over train.| 10] 44 We WZ 4 
Falling between cars, walking over train. te Ol ae) ee 2 
Getting off train in motion.............. 33) 730 8} 43 vi 
Attempt to board train in motion....... 24) 38 4) 2 8 
Run down by engine or cars.............]  * * . “4 56 
Locomotive dropping crown sheet of fire 
OTOL. eed i ees crore iors ae sie 2 1 2 


312| 491| 336| 788] 520] 1,128} 497| 1,041) 298) 693 1,963) 4,1 


Nors.—*Heading not in existence. 
tNo distinction made up to this time between protected and unprotected crossings. 
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6 GEORGE V, A. 1916 


No: 20.—Derrective Appliances on Freight Cars, reported by Inspectors, for Year 
ending March 31, 1915. 


CovurLERS AND Parts. 


Coupler body broken..........66 00sec eee e cece teen etter cert e tence teen ee bene e renee eens af 
Goupler body; WOT...) cirri = ee cries tse so edie apis Siuebebege 23 Morar oe dae 4 1% GIG eee Ee ee Mee 
EGuard arm Shortie; wee ers one Bl ee em Moun tasher ele « Fehore Wiapeieg camry Sree ape Bio Opel alee Aik Teale Ae 
Kucklo Drolcen wc sicc ne + nad ele coie ofan ¢  ccecd> tyare Ans qialabonaheta elt og eel ae alec fn eae syontit, 3 
Knuckle worn: second cw Semen oe a ae ak Oe oheig OEE 20 So ngs Meta eeeaee  ea a ane Pees 
Knuvlele missing sy... ace. sor osc dest emia son 0 ee ARGU Set hap go sav sithnncrehercinga oe cy Reeher ici et et eel ars Ca & 
Knuckle pin broken...........0:eseseeessense te escee genes te eeeeenee sees sa esee reese enaeceg ees 1 
Knuckle pin wrong........0-< 0c. ne cohen ieee waee odiclec tens Beka a alenisna oe 0st eneaaw ns angina aie me Seem 
Knuckle pin bent........0 000.00 ess ee cert e eter teeters eens ie! Be oD sale 2 
Knuckle pin missing: ic, seceded avis tid Rb de Pose Be eels 509% Oe dee o nara eter taal enter eee en 1 
‘Lock bloclkbroken ese ee foots <tr hue tae ee tee tte ed td Neate SS oie om Par Ps css 125 
ach hl ol ated de pose eer eee Meee ira: Ribera deter kote WP aritariac.n Scie cle ariel iti cee oe eee eer 
Lock block swrontescs5 0c F< dukes che mee eibtnle Stiri we elett 0 Sap ene Oto scttel apna acetic: 2 Tae Rao 
Lock Block béntie so 8 kleiad a bie Bes ee pore tie Moree ie 8! cad ois eaten tea vet gear ea eee 
ibock block inoperatine... encase eee Re eee ere noe STAN 02 soe ne eae 3 
Lock block missing). 5:at, bss ase skids Hoon + cule dats Reena ne ae tea crake rete Ree ter en eaten 14 
hockiblocl: key, missing cas. oc 7 ete Meise ares ae eee GomeerE et er ea nes or Ban Mar oe. an 2 
Locke bloek. trizger:missings ic:..5/0 05 An oa oa See ete netted: os aigpelor pew Ste te ete aint kate a set ete ae nee ea 

oy) ee ey Pe rar ine denne Lee reo A TB ne SEES See ioc us 166 


UWneoupling leyertbraken’. co 2 0 chen go ce el stan ah nk ne Seca re - 140 
Uneoupline leverswrong ts. 05-205 leis seh tle da waar lars ere eye eer ee a 
Wneoupline lever bent cetute sco er so the. aee Cee Sees eee eS aa eS ea a il oe on 
Uncoupling lever incorrectly oe ee ee ee OR RE ueatata Ath Se Som bred aa he 
‘Uncoupling lever missing@cy seis. ctieide «gs op ee mele Mae ate ves ee rete. ey a cee ee Eanes 81 
Uncoupling chain ee aed (Me MOEN er eR. FED Se 593 
Uneoupline cham too ong. aa. teanectuns ates sews cet ete sere ee oat eee ern cer ee aie 11 
Uncoupling chain too sah agis ci saa Bek otek ce a. coh RIEU Dah ee 4 ee a 9 
Uncoupling chain kinked...............+-..0. Ee ee Oe Ed Oe Mery ee eh Gilets eg Sr She Ui ge 
UWneonnlingchainimissin gc. tein | sot cieeicriee pte ee eer scln seers atest re eee FC eee 10: 
Wnd casting broken: 2.2 owas we far gaa kw aie Pelee Be Bam eee eka tts adhe ite acey Sea ane Ae ie helt eee a ree 
Find casting Wrong a .oiccc aisle slss0 8 6 oc-o/e ce lars fcun bueno io Rae ar Pee ce Pare ats Te hea ve ty tart eda ae 
End casting bent nia reat tyes stad et ottrael caltts selec aisehee SoMa ia ota Risley crapchnl a, Metatarsal  e 
Bind castitialeose. cena: Locks oe oi okie te Mths soik Che eines sche tucvet'a poate ta Neo aol eta STOR teint eh ae cee ae 
Fnd-casting incorrectly applied 3.2 tie ie xe ences css eke Ct, ae eels ols tae han cag) tac terete ne 
A OYe(s rete ti oh ita cel {<(-1 1a ee oe ee pee ier or, Haug abut oor demo sig 50 Fou ag hbk one 
Reaper broken a.8s saa, vaayuotiiare wk crate MON ae cnn et od eae tocar ak aaa he ev tA eS gates 
Vee per: WIOng: Saco vac ooh cg foc te Read nes EEE ae sod an teeta nse es Garona ctge Retene okt eee ts tetas eat een 
Beeener bent iacs 2c /:no i yan te Sie ate Gee le AE» ea eh gel ets arcane Sen spa cqepentie sterayteea ney =y aintate ett ene are aoe ae 
Kcener loosest. & siete lke Mohsen alee MOR Se te gee sod ee et ea eee 1 
Keeper incorrectly applied...............c2.+0+000-0+- Beats hb ot si ne ek EE 
WRGGPOR WIGS oa ieccsa ny cle Als Res eee age Salen ops Degas ot Ee ce NS, SPY tee et oie tne ae 2 
Anple. clip loosess.<25 sss lp hs SEE aie ee ee RE te ei Sea oe RR eB 

AY) 1% Gane a aes te a SB RE iene Oeil earn A hs ai Alaina, HOS 92.0 886: 

Hanp Hotps 5 

Fiand ‘Hold thro lenin dectawan eer os Ceres sete Oe PE dae Nees ie tas ey. as te ee Le oe 5 
Hania Rola Merit 5 casts ase Fe es ee leaden eo ate ee ats faked ae eters 102' 
and Wold IGOSOe (4,2. «  sicwter este tues Ee ict ge Ricoto eke Mice Nene ala ler eMaietc to eh els a beee et eres acc ar ee ae 10 
Hand hold incorrectly applied................-...+005. sev ded ag ene Bee NAA ee ee 4 
Had hold Mais’ oi. cai oe weny «pega > o's = Be Fcc oak 4 aos ae seein aoe Sane oo Pes eae 61 

Potalvaesd Ssthek as Ae ete ee, a eR ee eee Pe Ee is are I 182 
Miscellaneous. £2 o.< sts: st chee oat Se & os Seen ae La ta Pe ae ee eee 876 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 409 


SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


No. 20.—DEFECTIVE Appliances on Freight Cars, reported by Inspectors, for Year 
, ending March 31, 1915—Concluded. 


AiR BRAKES. 


Triple valve defective.......... Fein Teas abe MAP MGROIAA Fay Nig ce Je, ab hese aetna Oe ARR NOL) a oo SOR 
Tcl Aral. 727 NIST eae ae RTA Ce lea ALUM SRA Te ORL oh Mec ge 
TRE CI Gs te CVS Toto bio ek Opnalae IS AAR Ae ta earl ORI Pa le Re ene rt mn ein Me AM oy cea yt 
MESO EY ONG LO OSCP MME ric fate ft bated asd bare, Maran siogeta ay claibocaeneicn sites Boers ghee ea Rea Lie SUE ea 
GANG TRC SRE CHIC ens PAM vcs snosbeosesoréet-apacwie baie fobers pie tous ooaouapcblesvanetagratcts Testo ree RU oe erat 6 
Csmuiies aye (totes 5 ae Bea Ug WR eee aoe Oe pe ene RCE eM Me, Ojon fa oF 78 
@yjinderand triple valve not cleaned within 13 months... 025 5...0 0. 4..0jees os ds oo op 277 
Cylinder and triple valve not stencilled, with date of cleaning..............0..00 ccc eeeeceeuee 
GTO UCOC PAT LAG OLOC SL Ow sca staaks stakchadnobesshcetta sy stents ore vce ahei te lath eto ac’ a/acds Soka heP tbh aN nae et cree ene 128 
FUCRCASETC OG KC OLOCOIUIG fren), ics ME Sree ee mallte cialrepenesoha me tcnedecs es ReeaM has 6 Giese CHUM onary Rk a il 
RGEC A SERCO CHESS IT ERs E EF oF "2, 1a le Ns CMe astalaye rah erad heuore oe hello e her sin a exe tease oa eae aah ee nic Su he) ae 
ERO CASCRLO CAO ROMENIN MOM HORA. 2 Ui avons Lista stetalines aha, oieys itch sjovnlbsnh See Veieildtcta vases HOneaeLs tem, eo ae oe OE 129 
SUS EMG CLETINISSITI OR eee merc Na etrlb« (2lar einesd cvvga dace c:'Patoeemavartiies fa ttre eotaclc cick EL i aeath ase cea 375 
PP OUCOCKSEUCLECURY Cate h ARE aleve cue ssis tic luc Sve is SToca/ths ole Ws vere. Meriopacaahire tela Aleads raul capil: clio s At aN en i Ra 316 
PANS OCOC HMI ISS ING he eee acie eye So A hte cir din esse’ e tile bedi Gaara Sucka taf ests cHEla ey HGS Ga aced ae RE 17 
PIR TUTEIMISUIDE WOO UE TUS reeset eth e ccsoc ee CPeoas boosh) fe eh orotate Stay nehig; Neen Soe Nhs ecayat 8 OLS eaE MAUS ol Nea ea Rae eT a 19 
PEG AMET OOS eee a oek oes sci RCT HAN: G0) a EM Ta REE fo CR ig stele ad oT 0 Ee eVGA SN cen eo 124 
Brea Tmt Ue boTer CICOUPENIGSTEO S00 ae ere at sect e-c nchccctemeats te she taaesons demmaly ole enue ontatar: aa Rat A een ne li 
ROTO SSIOU TAD IPC OLELEGELV Ca vc esia chs aye etMiiord coe hese YE cde onels > Soot See 4.5 Taso SI hae aE ALS cee ee ee 18 
REL OSOMGLELECULV.C ome rete 1. . oe te tua thays vc chars ciara: St-ta fe ais Ines cone Bae Vana osteo SECURES ote en eee 12 
PASSO GTINIS SUSAN soa ty LEON Ta, 3 PSE ARN ACHE ered cob Geea ds ASS dlp A okonh oe Gemeeae Mat IR ee Be Ce See 161 
TEIOE@ GSTAAD Ae ee ee Pe Se Tae RN PA Sorel, rent MOB NE eB hainid aia tes 
Cam erValVErGeleCEL Ven ot tener ee ot atnictridticteie oreo proce ols Witiay 3 Wome s eeMOe en iunen are SCO Fanciers ee 166 
Retaining valve missing.................-- pa aches aco Meio hook aR ACIS rad tao eT Re oe 
EDEN MMNTRD INE TELE CULV Chere mensra,haeainite sitions, HE nig teal ols «ape oC ace ahs valet uae oa SE hc ene ee 294 
VO EET ODED OPTUS SITE i's. so ss" h cre meee che & sou ates ele ate Hela ete Pass lausite becom «Ar eeeeke ce teeta SR ane ge 3 
Meta eens FIN ONCLCLEC LIN GOR, Sut Arte re bee einayy wis ain estrarsae crave ie aughte wis Vauay css Pte eboke ras nae tiane MRR oe 
Sina CRCIEE TO CLO ner ON cee, At AeA MAS washes causes als 0h locos Atm raumh Ge os ape. oot a eek eek en cadens Te ee 2,042 
ES TIONG U1 GO UD CATCL OL ls sosss tars slovases fea decxnts ae toe neevelinud car evate si yh e acaijecaltelaenallecava js Yorsl opis vayama cae ues epee ota toro ee 
No brakes of any kind............. Seldshe OPS doncensssge bs ekotee ie ce-y Be Wetoare TAN Go ere ae 5 
UAE BL SSI Tree pe Ya ie 6 Se A eR Le NE om teats uals simp oie uel Sain nah lab tone Ul seen ope nk 
PMMMOING) Gol ee an des, SORES USK Ae ce Ss ak orn PST AMC: See ole apt oat ice eee ye 4,161 
LADDERS. 
Ladder round broken.............. Se eee Rea ren are IIE o Coren Cre aed vole ine de 28 
MACHR OCITICMISGTI UMM ease eee ivi SNP ich loege est Crea e, Betatees ates SAR a eree Pat ear aces 100 
“Lena icdlere titerraay Ld Caray once even erat Ree PP EAE, cont MERE Ms ODN ba Umea ne acige 255 
vena taker sie srpaye) ahs Spas teas Grey eR ROR lee noe Ont ont cle doce mesic oa Seroue Soren dAUhos.e belt 19 
HA ensINCOLLE CU WADDLE Ce se. cstsssraeia sun sroraerrays wisis- seis oe eles ata ravalols Sun gh apa valerie eee itn ers Spas ear AS Ree cae 
RPAGLCTELOO COMME ett el ae hc ai AR ort oe volare Socage cate Cette Te ak ac eans MRR Eee cere Siete ee 15 
I PORAET Ler oh ener tga es Ay Rat eee Ee NL GR Cen EEN Aarne, eri seed Cs Ste a 417 
SILL SrEps. 
MMP UORGR gocher cakes poe AER ons ores & felt de Vuhee sutemtenm leh, Deen t eile geo teonemas 7 
Sylll SHaqo SOG Gao GRO e ean pond ORO Oa oon eaBACropum cton nny opiige SAnbcosmononommec Otten oma 226 
EG iii cc eis Spiga vlc bog Re ole Pa aisiaingg om Bale #a\hieikinne oceinloigligy, Haley eter aiy eon yield elm gra Rial pate 19 
Ball step incorrectly applied ........ 506.0645 dec eee ceca e ee tnt t pees waa bas elbe nees ee ale oui hple ala alam y/etalaiall 
OE SIGE nosh el UnU EDs AU > SOP BDS CuRMOcnOsc a nea sb oro Canon Oc arco. rie a eacphe hee 49 
Tey oS eh ee 9 RP CE ren SAS Ran RE Ra aS Rdg pe Lone Mato, 301 
e 
Heicut or CouprLERs. 
Miroupler too bigh....... 00... sc cele eee e erent ner e eee e nena b anew meee sent n eet te yee TENE ee et le ile 
W@cCoupler too low...........,. ob pend ier ne Re ER aa Ko NAR IS om MM ELA hal cam Mba ns: oes 
MISO UIDOSE 2 sete cs vine dn oes sible of by ou pee iawn’ nn Alt n esieiel on sie e d-¥ingla Salsas hs 9 ie Rg a 
Ty 77 ea On, BEEP Peni manag nance cnn cote Mcenmniar SG SORA ERAE 2 0.0.0 
(RESTA Wat oe 6 CEERI ean eetic, IonbiGe Ueno non eombe Sho Gor baceuoprs pdt hoes 7,009 
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No. 21 (a) —CoMParativE SrareMENT of Defects on Freight Cars between the Years 
ending March 31, 1913, 1914, and 1915, o 


i 
——— eNOS: 1914. 1915. 

GouplerstanG PALtse<5 see 4. lackasias mlarein ile Lepsue heel ena frees ea en nee 493 | 336 166 
Uncoupline: mechanisms i. «ge nor ors crc oeerc tere oie ke teemeeke le rae ae inka en eRe on 2, 6382 1, 606 886 
Pi amd Holesiss Sei ices vb ootca to stile tied hs Ee ye. stent eo ae eas ee 560 241 182 
AG bralcese (ones ca dco secdiates cle as de unceecs 9 lois eco Boe a aR ne see eee 2,946 5,935 4) 181 
A OieVe Fetch yc Ope ee aa PR ee TT eI ce eee ate ce rum = MA Ree ee a Eo e Oden 801 647 417 
Sill stepay dg dooie. sede Ib ate Ora tgs eesti eke Gat ae mot lene Maree a ee rae 613 485 301 
* Height of couplers........ Fe PAE Ren OES TS Som. ORR WE en een nae AE oe 31 VA eee c,: 
Whi scellaneouscs it Mtoe ce ce Fs a do eR eee ls 2 oe eee ae ees 1,110 1,511 876 
Grand Botaligs diene on had Bs cu eee SERRE Re aac eae ae 10,782 7,009 


No. 21 (b).—-Comparative STATEMENT of Cars inspected and defective between the 
years ending March 31, 1913, 1914 and 1915. 


oid bales Gio * 1914, 1915. 
Care iispected oes isis de eames tines tales Sen en ine ee ae Seer i 137,054 | 110,407 105, 486 
CARS eleGtIVe sd Hed Sie a Vea Seles oe i ee ee Ss oo 13, 110 9,989 6, 578 
Percentase GEleChi Ves euiuae aerate eters Roche lelsie Seeman iene ener Sty 9.56% 9-05% 6-24% 
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No. 22.—StTaTeMENT showing Station Locations approved of during Year ending 


Mareh 31,1915. 


Name of Station. Province. Railway. Date. Order File 
.Number. | Number. 
Admirals Road.............|British Columbia.....|E. & N....... Bebnaed Obey 23214 23355 
INS ee ee Quebéeri: ass. Bea? Cd led Se ere ie Duly ssa S cans 22194 24615 
SPA OMIM S IL. fates Ok. ike oss Saskatchewan......... CP ere Jane 9. ssA. 40. 21960 24354 
NVC) 5 0° Re a nla ca Saskatchewan......... CAN UR ese June, 1S Ay. ae 22020 24295 
YAN O25 STS) Rea ee ctr. British Columbia. .... (3P. Riasacnies Nah yap We ee 22207 1136-13 
PAYS A DE) <a ae British Columbia..... Gel Pes NOcte 230er er 22744 1242-1 
FA GL GVentie Moe ements Fatt ton Saskatchewan......... GaNNR ee Ble. 20 aa5! «:: 23335 25582 
PIG HeLOmbee ees eae oe heise | OMUATION... © vas tenes ct: oP Rind AD Cue: eee 21633 24197 
BriGeOREING seam teee et ee ot|OMGATIOGE, 1 wareat a3 Behe S: (CP. |Octon Greene: 22730 24881 
=) s 
BURSON a clase se 2 British Columbia.....|G.T.P... Ochs 20 srs 22733 3452-54 
Bednsetl Se: Re Bee British Columbia..... GHP rs. OCt eoieE ae. 22769 24860 
IBOnOneENGG). ct ok Arh ele sk ae: MOR Ca nek aoe ae caer oe COMIN Atres en Jann 10,0 1915 23173 25410 
IST oe en nee Alberta i) OINTR eet cbouy Bebra lowe 23295 25420 
GHENT OMAR nett! fae ae Ontario stesso ee CIN.O 3s Wiay 227 sae on 21886 24372 
OT AISMUVNOD oeea ne ec s&s: Alberta...... ebres| CANE. ae June SoU eee 22101 24291 
@Woquitlanys eaanse tet. sc British Columbia..... C.P.R.,.. July ORAS e a 22289 20750 
Sig itacul aaa CRU nae eee British Columbia..... Ta CoN mept. ia 22535 24570 
@lanshomenmete Torte the Saskatchewan......... GANSRE.:. Sept, 160.. os: 22558 24590 
Coonan ee een ae. |OULATIONNa 4) eke G.&S&... Oct 225 aera 22774 22902-7 
CUintmla heute suse yee os Al bentan anit rites (aNGiies: Jan. 15, 1915 23173 25412 
Walaheoar. fiom ak ec ick ews Ab ertaas erate ee Ae GRINIS StS Re ae HEN OPAL, ete Ne 23173 25419 
MO Ero terns ke eect Abe oss» Alberta. . Mae dea} aN teeeec Reb .7~ ‘One nes? 23264 25415 
Duncannon............-.)...|British Columbia... ..|G.T.P.... June 24... ... 22054 24280 
MOC, lk aoe ta ee ete es Ontario. . Se Atl bie ee July UE eet 22197 24623 
Washwood4e. 4.cns5..0-05 2. ./oriash Columbia... EH. & N.. Sept. 23 22599 94920 
ND EWEN Aes 4 semcitiels es British Columbia.....]G.T.P... HOGts a2 ehent 22767 24965 . 
Pew ee ese Nee | ONbATIO sige: sss ree Hirie & Ont... NOV... 397.5. 22806 24560 +35 
Dether'Lakes...........1...|British Columbia... -. Gelea rs .| Nov WATE Em 22857 24918 
HP ONTEN MN shee acces orc syste se aE Saskatchewan......... rele. UD Tete Whe ee 22969 24873 
WD tliZMGUION. eee fee | ONUATIO ene eee eee COR: 3 Bia Dec. 31..... : 23068 24560-38 
Dayoan ee ee re. ALD ORCA att. nh. onamiae GAN Reo sn 2 Jan. 15, 1915 23173 25414 
Dirismore ss fsa. se) Paskatchewan. .-. 4 GaN Rieter J Esti Be otek 23226 25501 ik 
Edgewater..................|British Columbia...../C.P.R... uly, (4 est, coe 22137 1136-45 
HO LSCCN COMES ey. atte Rae cab ars « Saskatchewan......... GAP lia. July 21 es ae 22239 ae \ 
T BRAGS nie 2 iat ete aed RS British Columbia..... (Gia Relese oa Aug. 24 22435 24716 
Ri OSCma maces | soe. Se Saskatchewan.........]C.N.R... June 29...... 22077 24555 
IDR See, a Me a es British Columbia et tgs Gira Oct. at a et wee 24854 
MEDAN YING. snide etintk coe eee. Ontarion-*2. 0 hee Cape ee Oct 2c ane 22778 11403 
niMShles so teats ok nek ss Alberta...... Sia (OM Nighteeere ta: Hebe Que ee: 23269 25085 
Hora ohn oe. | British Columbia ete. Gels Be oeas. Oct. Pe 2 ane a 1274-0 
Forest Dale.................|British Columbia..... G.T.P Nov. 12:21... 22857 14947 
Fulstow.. eee eee LALDerta ace te. ws ete CAIN CR eae Jans, p20 e191 23173 25418 
Fargan.. Peete onskatche wall ne. aaa: C.N.R. ‘eriaettis Mar LG eto ae aes is 
Plenbrook...).... 28s... WNUATIONSE Moet ceceg = eee Se (GP: Sept 20sa 22618 248 
MON GTINOUINIG 6. hts teu towed <taby se « ODEATIONSE Lee oe Pea (COci1Granaee 22719 24929 
MeN PORCONY- shine sche sock kel OubariG wees eres ees (GP lOcte V1eS a 22730 24883 
J . 
se ea Galnbe. OCT eal ete ae 22767 24969 
ee elude IE Bee Ne Nove Bs 2365) | 0884-76 
Glasnevin...................|Saskatchewan.........|C.P.R.. Jan, 18, 1915 as ante 
MONON DM lec ea sag jos Saskatchewan......... Gai Feb. 4 mde rath re 
PU OE Et ot Ne as fee we cons |British Columbia.....}G.T.P... Phd re Nes are ei ae 
iene. ase... s. 2. -- . Poaskatchewan.....-... C.N.R........ Sept. seatcy sod ae 
[ETT 2a ee eA British Columbia..... G.T.P. * Oct. a ate ae ae 
APES ssa ses sca: British Columbia..... G.T.P... Nov. ve BIRR a 
EREOneeri in, Gee esos. S524 British Columbia.....|G.T.P... ee ee pies Seen 
emmy HOUSE... osc... 00-55 +5 WY Yoh Wi Sire eee aes, So rae C.N.R ett ee is ; nee hfe pera 
APLOWOOU i inaye tae or. Ss ole 8 Ontariormen. over: ta: G.T.R... ee if re uee een pa 
OS ee Manitoba............. C.P.R... May tea ae he 
heige 6 67... (British Columbia... . Ree ee mae if arts: oe ee 
eC ors verse sera). ) |ONUEARION 0. Fo o.ee ee ee BAe Mow aka size 94117 
Lac aux eget sie SRS Ce ae 4 ENG ahaaee es ee 2 Meets Moe aoe Fee pee) 
iW A@NHAEEO maine oo aetesna 1 PoRires N 
ie Meal aes)... (Haskatchewats cs <s Go el ov Jane 12: 21983 24353 
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No. 22.—StTatement showing Station Locations approved of during Year ending 


March 31, 1915—Concluded. 


Name of Station. Province. Railway. Order it A 
- Number.| -Number. 
eA SWSOURR 4. ts pectin artes Saskatchewan......... Geter 22118 24118 
Liacoles tae s aterm ra Quebecttcrs 24 4.0 cae Gully, Reracn eee 22197 24627 
Woanensten.) ca marca ei Ontariom shure hata: G.&58.R 22623 24882 
TWIT RaE eee eee Reece con ere. British Columbia..... Kootenay 
(CaP Ro 22716 1138-44 
Tone worth .ceseurteer ae British Columbia..... ie OA Bee Sir 22767 24968 


No higoepals Saeki ae dP lobia Gan 


British Columbia..... Cid hl a oe 


22767 24970 


ALO BSIGKOS sto cee es ee Al DeGriganceee sc eee ae CANNER eo é 23173 25417 
Mount Goinietet.. oacnves UN OCT ee athe Sehche eel K GALS Stary aan 23339 25571 
Weaxwain ak ce8 eric Paat caeee Saskatchewan......... GiiNw Rises 21895 24403 
Mountain Park.............- perigee ae ee Cre Lk omeeereeraly 22104 22638 
WDE Gane 0) ae crs tien Sead as "ose re Al Dertar omen tuned GaP aes 22120 19275. 
Marten Lake................|British Columbia..... GREP Ye ec : 22556 24717 
IMISk en eee er Ontario-er eee ee GUL TR ee eS 22631 24787 
Miaiworthites to te tee ee British Columbia..... CARS eee 22769 24861 
Marlporgcr ieee ee Alberta. . pe CARIN RU RER Dek oni 23405 25650 
Mic Callie 4h Our rae. eree British Columbia..... GRR eee 22769 24856 
National Park-....c:kes ben. District Nipissing.....|C.N.O%......- 21624 21544 
Nortu Bay ss nna ete ee Ontariow ans ceee ne a GaN Oe ra haces Leno Gas Nuadeband toate NG Seance eae rear a 
WNowlands.. ene oe British Columbia..... Gil Pen unas 22707 24966 
Nelo Pian eee Ree ier British Columbia..... Gee. Seer 22872 24857 
New Westminster........... British Columbia..... CONT Re eae } 23016 12055 
QUEW ate dees Lariat ntnie Bore British Columbia..... Gaye sae ae. 22769 24855 
ODE a ect eene ee eae AVG r tarsi os tou a (RIN iM aan N aa 23338 25565 
Penetanguishene............ Ontario.a.e eer eee ae Gals, Bie eee 21852 24363 
Pays Platine tae Gentes wie ctoe ce Ontarloveees con ae eee CAP aR: 22589 24715 
Patient ONUATIG. cette cece ene Pee Ga LeN < ates 22823 24911 
Pre shler co. eae es British Columbia..... Gy Pi een. i 22857 3452-106 
Palltnpers.: 2 a sere ie creer British ‘Columbia... 7 (Gel Poe. 22859 24945 
IPA ET Ses tee eee a bitte British Columbia..... Baldo uN sere 22944 23838 
Porbasvidsonuwnee Laken Oniario sce ee ee eee i See aah © abc Bag 23108 24560-39 
QUICK wens i. einen eae British Columbia..... Ga PR asaer 22857 24987 

HE Ree Ko lated Pes, F/5 oy OUTATIG eae eee antes COREA dB ae hele 21803 24179 
Roy Stone ney eee je Rept ED British Columbia..... TBS it Neer 22628 24939 
ROSE" akclar wc eee ete es British Columbia..... GaLP eee ee 22857 24946 
TRODSALt wet Pe aeeok oe eee Saskatchewan......... Capek. hoe eee 23372 25495 
Spulimacheen ona5. s.et nee British Columbia..... CaP sR ses ee 21582 23528 
St.(Ghitistophorsesc, ...ah see Ontaxloyenn. ook seer (CUP: Etter te 21715 24212 
Sie Gea Ghe Le ments hy, hoe QusbeG. a8... as cee teree (CINE ©) nae 21965 2342-108 
St. Polycarpe > She Quebec ee tae ert yo Tra Gch sceee . 22197 24622 
Sav O1w ru. Ames ae British Colum bisseneel Gabe eer 22734 24908 
Shelleivaa + tessceanaereas are British Columbia..... CLP Senn 22767 24972 
MHeraCON. sie tichact cers Fee British Columbia..... (EBB le here ete 22769 24858 

St. Liboire Pere t, | UBD ELS cpeete a ani ae ae Gab Ronee 22879 24889 
POEUN Mahe cE olaw eo saat Yop Alerter cnn: ctxt CaN acgeres 23340 25569 
ANCE Rela e 4 oy eee tat rae British Columbia.....<|GéP.P........ 22769 24863 
PUR OLOr at hee. eyo Wee re Saskatchewan......... COINS Riscon ea 23052 24734 
PROM Orton tee mistoe sonic Alberta vhies- reese GENER se 23428 25070 
Walghaneegrs 5 eo eee CritariOn pen; ote ce, hee 4 or Ovaniras 25107 24560 -37 
Waugtisnie. otch teense ee OnEaPIGH esas bei GAN, OD 22033 24371 
WALETHSONY eae ate... oc dca, Ontarioge. 9 sr aoe Crott cktaeee nee 21608 3701-365 
WSteEwIO tee oo. fy Quebec.. paltalk corre 22775 24888 
FAYE Clits RAN, © Se So ae dla British Columbia..... Gi. Pee ce . 22857 24986 
Wiseton. . Jeg ieee. 2s b+ £4 | CARMA ECORI AD as oe cae ae CAN Re eee Jan. 23135 25405 


Total number of locations approved—116. 
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No. 23.—STATEMENT showing Complaints and Applications Referred to the Operating 
Department for Report, Year ending March 31, 1915. 


File Particulars. 
Number. 
24225 ‘|Complaint re train service on C.P.R. to and from Alsask, Saskatchewan. 
24302 Complaint re train service on C.P.R. between Winnipeg and Lac Du Bonnet, Manitoba. 
24322 Complaint re lack of proper fencing and trespassing on C.P.R in the city of Toronto. 
24325 Application for an agent at Arran, Sask., on Canadian Northern Railway. 


9994-155 |Complaint re condition of fencing on G.T.R. in vicinity of Argyle, Ontario. 

G-2245, |Complaint re reduction in train service on C.P.R. Lyleton Subdivision. 

23938 Complaint re train service on the line of the Irondale and Bancroft Railway. 

24547 Complaint re crossings in township of Amaranth on Canadian Pacific Railway. 

9437-1176 |Complaint re dangerous crossing between Nepedin and Huntsville, Grand Trunk Railway. 

G-2369 Complaint re C.P.R. operating wooden postal car in an all-steel train. 

965-25 Application Municipality of Abernethy Number 186 for a crossing on C.P.R. between sections 
22 and 23-21-12 W. 2 M. west of Balcarres, Sask. 

22506 Complaint re accommodation and facilities for freight at Aleona, Ontario, G.T.P. 

25240 Complaint re reduction in train service on Stratford division of the Grand Trunk. 

4205-33 |Application of C.P.R. to remove its agent at Appin, Ontario. : 

3701-150 |Complaint re private crossing on C.L.O. & W. in the vicinity of Newcastle, Ontario. 


25515 Application for a station agent at Aiktow, Sask., C.P.R. 

25720 Complaint re change in train service on Thunder Hill Branch, C.N.R. 

25044 Application to have Halifax and South Western Railway re-open station at Argyle, N.S. 
25721 Complaint re reduction in train service, Biggar-Battleford Branch, G.T.P 


4205-56 Complaint re removal of agent Brookfield Mines, N.S., H. & S.W. Railway. 
4205-46  |Application of C.P.R. to close its station at Bethany asa regular agency. | 
2100-97 |Application of the C.P.R. to remove its agent from Brockin Station, Ontario. 


25426 Complaint re C.P.R. removing sideboards from cars in gravel service. 

24432 Application of C.N.R. to close Banning Station. as a regular agency. 

23802 Complaint re closing of Beverly Station, Sask., C.P.R. 

25344 Complaint re train service between Brandon and Winnipeg, as regards connections from south * 
of Brandon, C.P.R. 

25751 Complaint re train service on G.T.P., Biggar-Loverna Branch. 

25302 Complaint re condition of certain engines on C.P. 

25325 Complaint re train service to and from Bobcaygeon on GIP Re 


15958 -9 Complaint re delay to shipment of hogs from Wilcox and Milestone, on C.PARe ' 
4205-23 Application of C.N.R. to close its station at Beaver, Manitoba, as a regular agency. 


4205-24 Application of C.N.R. to remove its agent from Barton Station, Manitoba. 
G-2477 Complaint re connection at Brockville between C.N.R. and G.T.R. 


25052 Complaint re facilities at Bois Blanc Station, C.N.R. 

25107 Application of C.P.R. to close Bonheur Station as a regular agency. 

24963 Application for an agent at Bender Hamlet, C.N.R. | 

3878-578 |Complaint re condition of farm crossing, Lot 3, Concession Montague, C.N.R. 

24851 Application for a farm crossing, Lot 9, Con. 3, vicinity of Chelmsford, (Galea 4 
24850 Application for a farm crossing, west half of Lot 8, Con. 3, vicinity of Chelmsford, C.P.R. 
24823 Complaint re facilities Bar River, Ontario, CAPR. 

6695 Application for team track facilities, Barwick, Ont., C.N.R. 

24914 Complaint re Grand Trunk discontinuing stopping train No. 28, Baden, Ont. 

24348 Complaint re matters affecting the safe operation of trains in the vicinity of Edmonton, C.P-R. 
342-3 Application for loading siding between Dauphin and Ashville on C.N.R.. : . 
18030 Application to have G.T.P. and C_N.R. use jointly the terminals of C.N.R. in Brandon. 


G-2241 Complaint re fencing and cattle guards in vicinity of Berford, Ont., on G.T.R. 

19801-74 {Complaint re refusal of Pere Marquette to accept shipment of hogs for Buffalo from Am- 
herstburg. nes (37 

Case 4684 |Complaint re Dominion Power and Transmission Company, building fence between right of 
way and public highway in the vicinity of Burlington. 

24563 Application for a stock vard, Blackfoot, Alberta, C.P.R. ‘ ; 

24479 Application to have C.P.R. trains numbers 61 and 62 stop at Belle Plains and Pense, Sask. 

9437-563 |Complaint re crossing Cote de Neiges Road over C.P.R. tracks, Montreal, Que. 

G-2759 Complaint re late arrival of C.N.R. mixed train number 32 at Ottawa, Ont. 


‘ : icati tection Ontario Street, Cobourg, Ont., G.T.R. and C.P.R. 
Fe nee ey cervice ar d lack of agent at Cordova, Sask., C.N.R. 


25785 Complain: re main service an 

25494 Complaint re train service on C.N.R., Camden East, and Newburg. 

25625 Application for an agent, Cote Double, near St. Placide, ee. CANT Re 

25717 Complaint re handling of westbound freight for Coblens, Sask., GUESP: Bad is 3 
25598 Application from a number of residents for removal of station from Hazel to Craig Siding, 


4205-51 Complaint re removal of agent, Camden, Ont., GoINGEN. 
18705-71 Beciplaint re delay in dispatching and placing of cars, Clyde Forks, Ont., C.P.R. 
25486 Complaint re reduction in train service Halifax and South Western Railway and removal of 


agents at several stations. t 
25502 Complaint re reduction in train service, Crows Nest Branch, C.P.R. 
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No. 28.—STATEMENT showing Complaints and Applications Referred to the Operating 
Department for Report, Year ending March 31, 1915—Continued. 


File Particulars. 

Number. 

4206-47 |Application of C.P.R. to close its station at Clarendon, Ont., as a regular agency. 

10823 Application of C.N.O. for interchange with C.P.R. at Chaudiere Junction. | 

95234 Application of C.P.R. to be relieved from complying with section 270, Eastern Division. ° 

25437 Application ot C.P.R. to be relieved from complying with section 276, Atlantic Division. 

95435 Application of C.P.R. to be relieved from edmplying with section 276, Ontario Division. 

17751 Application for better station accommodation at Chelmsford, Ont., C.P.R. 

25389 Application for use Morel Siding, C.P.R., for loading pulpwood. 

25392 Complaint re Grand Trunk to supply 40 foot bars for 40 foot equipment. 

4205-32 Application of C.P.R. to close its station at Chelsea as a regular agency. 

25348 Complaint re teain service on Edmonton-Athabaska extension, C.N.R. 

12679 Application of C.P.R. to operate over interlocking plant Mileage 4, Mission Subdivisicn. 

9437-1207 |Application for gates at intersection of Quebec and Lake St. John Railway with Main Street, 
Chicoutimi, Que. . 

25136 Complaint re shunting nuisance in the town of Chicoutimi, Quebec and Lake St. John Rail- 
way. 

25137 Complaint re station accommodation in the town of Chicoutimi, Quebee and Lake St. John 
Railway. 

25328 Application of station facilities, Central Butte, Sask., G.T.P. Ry. 

4205-10 Application of C.P.R. to close its station at Clan William as a regular agency. 

93994 Application of C.N.R. to close its station at Chandler, Sask., as a regular agency. 

G-2486 Inspection of crossing approaching Grand Trunk station over C.P.R. track, Cobourg, Ont. 

660-75 Application for farm crossing in the vicinity of Clan William, C.N.R. 

25202 Complaint re train service to and from Cumberland, C.N.O. 

9437-1186, |Inspection Twelfth Street east crossing, Calgary, Alta., C.P.R. 

24962 Complaint re cancellation of a train on New York Central, Chateauguay, Que. 

G-2402  |Inquiry into accident between Grand Trunk and Pere Marquette, Chatham, Ont. 

G-2380 Condition of G.T.R. Car No. 330 running out of Hamilton. 


9437-1157 
9437-1158 
24619 
24549 
9437 - 133 
24474 
24275 
4214-126 
9994-145 
25662 
25749 
15328 
23764 
22412 


G-2689 
4205-58 
25562 
18903 -82 
18903 - 76 
25119 
24573 
21156 
4205-40 
25404 
4205-29 
18970 
25320 


25049 
1519-34 


Application for protection, Concession Street, Casselman, G.T.R. 

Application for protection, Second Street, Casselman, G.T.R. 

Application for improved station facilities at Casselman, G.T.R. 

Application for flag station between Creston and Duck Creek, B.C., C.P.R. 

Complaint re dangerous condition of first crossing west of M.C.R. station, Comber, Ont. 

Complaint re refusal of A.Q. & W. Ry. to construct a siding at Chandler, Que. 

Petition to have C.P.R. train stop at Christie’s Crossing, Asphodel County. 

Inquiry re delivery limits of Express Company, Calgary, Alta. 

Complaint re fencing and cattle guards along Poles River, C.P.R. 

Application for a siding in the vicinity of Denholm, on C.N.R., Prince Albert Branch. 

Application for a siding between Dalmeny and Mennon, C.N.R. 

Application of C.P.R. to remove its agent from Devlin, Ont. 

Application of C.N.R. to remove its agent from Delmas Station. 

Application to remove its agents from D’Arcy, Sask., C.N.R. 5 

Complaint re train service out of Deseronto, C.N.O. 

Complaint re train secvice beteeen Dalmeny and Laird, C.N.R. 

Application for station agent at Dunlop, Ont., C.P.R. 

Complaint re fares charged by Grand Trunk and C.N.R. between Depot Harbor and Parry 
Sound. 

Complaint re refusal of C.P.R. to construct a spur to serve brick yard in the vicinity of Dry 
den, Ont. 

Application for a siding between Dauphin and Ashville, C.N.R. 

Application of G.T.P. to remove diamond at intersection Interurban Railway, 27th Street, 
Edmonton. 

Emergency tools in C.V.R. passenger trains running between Montreal and Waterloo. 

Application of G.T.P. to remove its agent from Eli, Man. 

Complaint re train service to and from Empress, C.P.R. 

Complaint re location of station site at Eunice, Alta., E.D. & B.C. Ry. 

Application for opening of traffic for a distance of 261-7 miles from Edmonton, E.D. & B.C. Ry 

Complaint re closing of station at Ensign, Alta. 

Complaint re location of station at Ethelbert, Alta., C.N.R. 

Application to carry Kinisto Avenue, Edmonton, under tracks of G.T.P. and C.N.R. 

Application of C.P.R. to remove its agent from Flower Station, Ont. 

Complaint re cancellation of 8 p.m. train from St. Jerome to Montreal, C.P.R. 

Application of C.N.R. to remove its agent from its station at Fairfax, Man. 

Re station Facilities at Fort Fraser, B.C., G.T.P. 

Complaint re discontinuance of C.N.R. trains Nos. 21 and 22 between Fort Francis and Win- 
nipeg. 

Complaint re condition of roadway to elevator and team tracks, Crossfield, Alta., C.P.R. 

Re protection at Syndicate Avenue, Fort William, G.T.P. 


> Abas 
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No. 23.—StTaTeMENT showing Complaints and Applications Referred to the Operating 


File 
Numker. 


21826-1 


G-2443 
6715-73 
24959 
24808 
22435 
22680 
22370-45 
24285 
9437-1141 
G-2263 
25812 
4205-61 
4205-59 
25559 
4205-38 
3701-150 
25668 
25218 
25212 
24918 
17420-1 
24942 


24604 
25765 
25610 
9437-1248 
9437-1247 
4205-55 
9437-608 
4205-45 
4205-49 
18181 
9437 - 1228 


4205-19 
4205-21 
24752 
19855 -23 


15259 
24610 
24736 
20981 
24693 
4205-9 
19475-4 
24747 
24258 
4214-43 

- 4205-15 
20120 
22616 
24310 
994-161 
9437-1165 
9437-1166 
9437-1202 
25231 
18863 -28 
25555 
9437-1249 
25632 
24666 
25585 
25512 


Department for Report, Year ending March 31, 1915—Continued. 


Particulars. 


Re temporary crossing over C.N.R. tracks leading from highway to Government Electro, 
Fort William. 

Re rough handling of C.P.R. train No. 15, Fredericton, Junction. 

Re transfer tracks between G.T.P. and C.P.R., Frobisher, Sask. 

Application for a flag station at Forfar crossing, C.N.R. 

Application for a local freight shed on the line of the C.P.R. at Fort William. 

Complaint re condition of Empire Avenue, Fort William, G.T.P. 

Re facilities at Ribstone on the G.T.P. . 

Application for siding Toronto Sewer Pipe Company, Grand Trunk Railway. 

Application for farm crossing (2) in the vicintty of Foster Station, C.P.R. 

Application for an alarm bell, County Road No. 11, Wellington County, Fergus, Ont., C.P.R. 

Complaint re access to C.N.R. tracks at Fallowfield, Ont. 

Application for an agent at Gibb, Sask., C.P.R. 

Application of G.T.P. to remove its agent from Griffin, Sask. 

Application of G.T.P. to remove its agent from Gregg, Man. 

Complaint re train service between Grand Mere and Three Rivers, C.P.R. 

Application of C.P.R. to remove its agent from Grass Hill, Ont. 

Complaint re farm crossing Mileage 139-93, C.L.O. & W. Ry. 

Complaint re train service to and from Glenora, Man., C.N.R. 

Application for a suitable crossing at Garneau Jct. Station, C.N.Q. 

Complaint re Grand Trunk train service between Stratford and Palmerston, G.T.R. 

Application for a farm crossing, Lot 253, Parish of Pointe du Lac, C.P.R. 

Complaint re train service, Gross Isle, Man., C.N.R. - 

Complaint re railway company changing time table without giving sufficient notice to the 
public. ' 

Complaint re lack of station facilities at Gleaeven, Sask., C.P.R. 

Application for station facilities at Hatzic, B.C., C.P.R. 

Application for a station agent at, and improved station facilities at Horizon, Sask., C.P.R- 

Protection at Regent Street, Hawkesbury, G.T.R. 

Protection at crossing, Lot 11-A, West Hawkesbury, G.T.R. _ 

Complaint re removal of agent Hemsford, N.S., N. & S.W. Railway. 

Protection at Main Street and Ferguson Avenue, Hamilton, G.T.R. 

Complaint re closing of Harrison Mills Station, C.P.R. 

Application of C.P.R. to remove agent from Hawk Lake. 

Application of C.P.R. to remove the agent from Hammond, B.C. 

Re condition of crossing over G.T.R. between Lots 9 and 10, Concession 4, Tp. of Hawkes- 
bury. 

Application of C.N.R. to remove the agent at Howick, Alta. 

Application of C,N.R. to remove the agent at Homewood, Man. 

Complaint re C.N.R. train No. 6 not stopping at Haultain, Sask. | ' 

Matter of train service between Montreal and Highlands and Adirondack Jct. C.P.R. and 
NOG a 

Complaint re M.C.R. using spur on Raileoad Alley, Hagersville, Ont. 

Complaint re 1.B. & O. Railway not constructing farm crossing in the vicinity of Harcourt. 

Complaint re C.P.R. removing spur line Sandy Hook Realty Company. 

Unsatisfactory condition of fencing on C.P.R. between Yahk and Kingsgate. _ i 

Complaint re overcrowding of passenger cars from Montreal in Southern Counties Railway. 

Application of C.P.R. to remove agent at Ivry, Que. | ; : 

Complaint re rate on household effects and refusal of railway companies to provide 40-ft. cars. 

Complaint re C.P.R. closing the crossing ai Tsle Cadieux. 

Application for approval of aerial tramway over G.T.R., Inglewood. 

Complaint re facilities for handling fruit from the Niagara District, G.T.R. 

Complaint re removal of agent from Jeannette Station, (OR alae 

Application for facili ies at Junkin, Alta., G.T.P. ; 

Complaint re no water in stockyards at Sudbury, C.P.R. 

Conyplaint re train service, Kootenay Valley Ry. 

Complaint re fencing on Grand Trunk in the vicinity of Maple Lake, Ont. 

Complaint re crossing at Ketepec Station, CP Reve 

Complaint re crossing between Katepec and Acarac, C -P.R. 

Complaint re Kingston Road crossing near W est BallaGeteRs 

Complaint re train service, Kerrwood, Ont., G.: TR: P 

Application for farm crossing near Rainy Hills, Alta., GP oKA 

Application to have C.P.R. train No. 21 stop at Kempton. ? 

Complaint re dangerous crossing at Milestone 2-1, Kamloops, ¢ KPA: 

Application for depot. unloading platform at Lydden, Sask., GsD.P: 

Application for well in stockyards at Landie, Sask., G.T PL Saeen e:) 

Applicatio.: for stockyard and loading platform at Leipsic, Sask., C. ERs 

Application for a flag station at Little River East, A.Q. and W. Ry. 
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File Particulars. 
Number. ~ 


4205-42 |Application of C.P.R. to remove its agent from Lavant Station. 

25195 Application for an agent at Laval des Rapids, C.P.R. 

4205-36 Application of C.P.R. to remove its agent from Lakeside Station, Ont. 

21173-1 Complaint re manner C.N.R. handling certain passenger trains between Trenton ‘and Belle- 


ville. 

25338 Complaint re C.N.R. employing a man as hostler who has not passed examinations. 

4205-22 |Application of C.N.R. {to remove its agent from Laurette Station. 

22793 Application of C.N.R. to remove its agent from Ladysmith, Man. é 

4205-14 Application of C.N.R. to remove its agent from Lavoie Station. 

25212 hee ae re train service for school children going to Listowel from stations south thereof, — 

Ra ee 

9437-1211-|Matter of protection at Dundas Street crossing, London, Ont., G.T.R. 

25146 Application to have C.P.R. train number 2 stop at Larchwood, Ont. 

24899 Application for a station agent at Lyndhurst, Ont., C.N.O. Railway. 

3565-5 Complaint re train service between Laird and Dalmeny, C.N.R. 

24524 Application to construct Ashland Avenue across tracks of G.T.R., London, Ont. 

24928 Complaint re Brantford and Hamilton Electric not waiting for passengers at Cainsville. 

24803 Application for a station nine miles from Malakawa, B.C., C.P.R. 

24821 (G: ee re cancellation of C.P.R. trains Nos. 511 and 512 between Lethbridge and Medi- 
cine Hat. 

24756 Complaint re unsatisfactory service at Courtright, P.M.R. 

23938 Complaint re unsatisfactory train service on Irondale and Bancroft Ry. (C.N.R.) 


G-2245 Complaint re reduction in train service C.P.R. Lyleton Subdivision. 
2142-1 Petition for a roadway to the station at New Sydenham. (Leyland Siding), C.N.R. 
9437-1138 |Application for protection at crossing over C.P.R. tracks to hospital for the insane, London, 


Ont. 
Ay Application for approval of station at Lac Aux Sables, C.N.Q. 

9437-1252 |Complaint re dangerous crossing in the village of Mona Road, C.P.R. 
25751 Complaint re train service, G.T.P., Biggar to Loverna Branch. 
25280 Complaint re unsatisfactory train service to and from Milton, Ont.., C.P.R. 
25602 Application for stock yards at Mitchelton, Sask., C.N.R. 
rout Complaint re condition of platform at Methven Station, C.P.R. 

5548 Complaint re condition of flag station at Middleport, Ont., G.T.R. 
tes Complaint re Quebec Oriental Railway placing obstruction near highway, Maria, Que. 
25367 Complaint re service on Montreal and Southern Counties Railway. 
25481 Complaint re train service between Maynooth and Trenton, C.N.O. Ry. 


4205-18 |Application of C.N.R. to remove the agent from Mafeking Station. 
4205-35 |Application of C.P.R. to remove agent from its station at Montrose West. 
4205-28 Application of C.N.R. to remove its agent from Margaret Station. 
4205-17 Application of C.P.R. to remove its agent from Meadows, Man. 


25276 Complaint re train service on C.N.R. at Marchand, Man. 
' 25154 Complaint re lack of scales in stock yard at Melville, G.T.P. 
21645 Application for a station agent at Mazeppa, Alta., C.P.R. 
24750 Complaint re C.N.R. refusing to provide farm crossing between Mikado and Veregin. 
G-2410 Re station facilities at Mimico, Grand Trunk Railway. 
24904 Complaint re G.T.R. providing second class accommodation for holders of first-class tickets 


G-—2379 Re condition of C.N.R. tracks at Mileage 175, Rideau Subdivision. 

9437-125 |Complaint re alleged dangerous condition of crossing of Main Road between Brockville and 
Smith’s Falls, C.P.R. 

9437-1164 |Complaint re dangerous condition of crossing at Martinon, N.B., on C.P.R. ~ 

1750-91 Application cf C.P.R. for approval of clearances on Contractor’s Supply Co’s Siding, MP. 20, 
Owen Sound Sub. 


24489 Petition asking for better train service at Horningside, Alta., C.P.R. 

455+44 Petition to have C.P.R. erect cattle guards through sections 24 and 25, Millet, Alta. 

244992 Application to discontinue flag stop at Benson and Ross Spur and Meadows Spur, C.N.R. 

24484 Application of C.P.R. to remove its agent from Manvers Station. 

244492 Complaint re lack of farm crossing, Q.M. & S. Ry., in the vicinity of La Bato, Que. 

1700-73 Application to een demurrage on car from New York Central before same was placed on 
GSE Re anseks 

24427 Application for improved train service to and from Maxville, G.T.R. 

4205-37 Application of C.P.R. to remove its agent from McAlpine Station. 

9994-186 |Complaint re C.P.R. erecting a fence in front of certain property in the vicinity of Hartley. 

24951 Complaint re seat in passenger coach being occupied by another party during the absence of 
the original holder. 

17913 Application for a siding on G.T.P. at St. Louis, Sask. 

9437-1221 |Matter of protection at Front Street, C.N. Ry, New W henge roeey S B.C. 

25715 Application for improved station facilities at Nevla, Sask., G.T.P 


25688 - |Application for a loading platform at Navarre Siding, Alta., C.P.R. 
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File 
Number. 


4205-52 
25471 
25448 
4205-39 
4205-27 
4205-16 
3878 - 578 
23253 -1 
9437-1174 
24691 
24652 
24233 
17157-18 
24501 
16939 -5 
6713-97 
25447 


4205-48 
25096 
Case 3050 
24193 
25703 
6713-63 
4205-62 
25563 
24099 
25379 
25368 
25176 
4205-26 
G-2476 
9437-1208 
22611 
25115 
25688 


24710 


24887 
24788 
11929-1 
12924-193 
9437-1142 


23565 
25616 
24896 


tal 
9437-279 
25393 
| 25662 
| 25674 
25046 
| 23815 


_ 22696-3 
_ 25308 
23795 
22720 

- 4205-20 
25268 
15350 
25056 

3864 

24943 
- 24620 


Particulars. 


Complaint re removal of agent from Newburg, C.N.O. Ry. 

Complaint re station accommodation and train service on C.P.R., Norwood, Ont. 
Complaint re train service on G.T.R. between North Bay and Huntsley. 

Application of C.P.R. to remove its agent from Newtonville. 

Application of C.N.R. to remove its agent from Neelin, Man. 

Application of C.N.R. to remove its agent from Norquay, Sask. = 
Complaint re condition of farm crossing, Lot 3, Con. of Montague, C.N.Ry. 
Application of M.C.R. to construct a spur line over Bender Street, Niagara Falls. 
Application of C.P.R. to remove speed restriction at Nipissing. 

Application for a site for coal shed, Netherhill, C.N.R. 

Application for a crossing between Cons. 15 and 16, Mun. of Neeving, C.P.R. 
Complaint re construction of crossing Twentieth Side Line, Mun. of Neeving, C.P.R. 
Complaint re train service on C.P.R., Swift Current—Southwesterly Branch. 
Application for a siding at Nowness, Sask., C.P.R. : 

Enquiry as to trainmen’s duty as to taking milk cans off train. 

Application of C.N.R. for interchange with G.T.R., Ottawa, Ont. 

eet Ontario Commercial Travellers Association, re proposed change in schedule of 


Complaint re C.P.R. removing its agent from Oro, Ont. 

Complaint re C.P.R. and G.T.R. not furnishing proper facilities for apple facilities. 

Re protection at Queen Street West, Grand Trunk, Ottawa. 

Complaint re train connections-at Orillia, G.T.R. 

Application for a station agent at Parkside, Sask., C.N.R. 

Matter of interswitching between G.T.R. and C.P.R., Port Hope, Ont. 

Complaint re proposed closing of station at Pointe au Chene as a regular agency, C.P.R. 

Complaint re train service between Hardisty and Wilkie on C.P.R. 

Application of C.P.R. to close Purple Springs Station as a regular agency. 

Re location of Pacific Great Eastern site at Prince George. 

Complaint re train service at Glenora, Man., C.N.R. 

Application for an agent at Primate, Sask., the year round, C.P.R. 

Application of C.N.R. to close Pinkham, Sask., as a regular agency. 

Matter of switching and handling of passenger trains at Port Dover, Ont., G.T.R. 

Complaint re dangerous crossing near mill just outside town limits, Port Dover, G.T.R. 

Re protection at crossing west end of station grounds, Piapot, Sask., C.P.R. 

Complaint re loss of oats in transit from Munster, Sask., C.N.R. ) ; 

Complaint re alleged discrimination between owners of autos and taxis in connection with 
conveying passengers to and from C.P.R. depot, Winnipeg, Man. 

Application to have G.T.R. restore opening in fence on north side of C.P.R. westbound track, 
Parkdale, Ont. 

Complaint re train service on C.N.R. north of Parry Sound. 

Complaint re lack of proper stalion facilities at Prince, Sask., C.N.R. 

Complaint re lack of proper crossing at Prince, Sask., C.N.R. 

Complaint re train service on the C.N.R., Vegreville Branch. ; ; 

Application to have C.P.R. provide a flagman at Fourth Avenue crossing, Prince Albert, 
Sask. 

Application for a flag station at Range St. Alix, C.P.R. Piles Branch. 

Complaint re delay of C.N.R. in hauling live stock at Quebec. figs feet 

Complaint re unsatisfactory train service between La Tuque and Riviére a Pierre Jct., 
@ANE@ieRys : 

Re protection at Talbot Avenue, Winnipeg, Man., C.P.R. : 

Complaint re inadequate Sunday train service, Windham, Ont., M.C.R. 

Application for a siding on the Denholm-Prince Albert Branch of C.N.R. 

Complaint re train service on Wolsley-Reston Branch, C.P.R. ; 

Application for a crossing over line of C.N.R., Martin Street, White Rock, B.C. : 

Application of C.N.R. to sce the connection between C.P.R. and Winnipeg Joint Ter- 
minals, Higgins Avenue, Winnipeg. nie. ; 

Complaint re Seleauate train service on C.N.R. between Winnipeg and Riverton. 

Complaint re train service between Winnipeg and Gypsumvyille, C.N.R. 

Application of C.N.R. to close Wilmar Station as a regular agency. 

Application of C.N.R. to close Weldon Station as a regular agency. 

Application of C.N.R. to close Warren Station as a regular agency. 

Application for stock yards at Waseca, Sask., GuNeRe 

Application for a station at Waseca, Sask., on C.N.R. 

Application of C.P.R. a close ve station oe eee as a regular agency. 

é crossing of C.P.R., Portage Avenue, Winnipeg, ; ie 
ened to extend Mid-Winter Park crossing over tracks of C.P.R., Winnipeg, pete. 
Complaint re condition of roadbed on G.T.R. between Depot Harbour and Parry Sound. 


9437-1163 |Complaint re level crossing between Westfield and Hillandale, C.P.R. 
20c—27 
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File Particulars. 
Number. 
688 Complaint re switching and shunting over crossing known as Gravel Road, in the city of St. 
Thomas, P.M.R. e 
25752 Complaint re reduction in train service on the G.T.P., Young to Hoey Branch. 
25079 Complaint re dispatch of freight from Yarker, Ont., CN. 
23219 Application of G.T.R., to construct siding for a Stone Company at Windmill Point. 
24402 Complaint re smoke nuisance and noise of trains along rivec front, Walkerville, Ont., G.T.R. 
9494-16 |Complaint re condition of cattle guards on C.P.R., near Coleman, Ont. 
94215 Application for stock yard and loading chute at Wisetown, Sask., C.N.R, 
25732 Petition for stock yards at Vawn, Sask., C.N.R. 
92724 Application for an agent at Valor, Sask., C.P.R. 
25575 Complaint re unsatisfactory approach to station at Vulean, Alta., C.N.R. 


4205-50 Application of C.N.R. to close Vermilion Bay as a regular agency. 

4205-34 Application of C.P.R. to remove agent from Vienna Station. 

9437-1199 |Application for a subway under G.T.R. at French Road west of Vaudreuil, Que. 
0437-1200 |Complaint re crossing in the vicinity of Water Street subway, Winnipeg, Man. 
(tase 3049 |Re crossing at Main Street, Vegreville, Alta., C.N.R. 


24639 Petition for removal of cattle guards, Vars, Ont., G.T.R. 

24671 Complaint re unsatisfactory express service on fruit shipments from the Niagara District. 
24585 Complaint re C.P.R. discontinuing station at Victoria Park. 

24574 Application for a station at Vera, Sask., G.T.P. 
4205-60  |Application of G.T.P. to close Uno Station as a regular agency. 

25657 Complaint re C.P.R. hauling steel and wooden coaches in the same train. 
24082 Application of C.N.R. to remove agent from Underhill Station. 

25027 Re delay to shipment of stock from Sinclair on C.P.R. 

25628 Complaint re train service at Tilbury, Ont., C.P.R. 

25152 Complaint re conditions at Terrebonne, C.P.R. 

25526 Complaint re overcrowding of C.P.R. 1.15 p.m. train from Toronto. 
4205-41 Application of C.P.R. to close station at Tilley, Alta., as a regular agency. 
4205-8 Application of C.P.R. to remove the agent from Tache Station. 

35347 Complaint re train service at Lorette and Dufresne, C.N.R.~ 


6713-87 Re interswitching at Trenton, between C.O.R., C.P.R. and G.T.R. 
9437-704 |e protection at Boyce Avenue, Northern Division, G.T.R., Toronto. 
9437-589 |Re protection at St. Clair Avenue, G.T.R., Toronto. 


29806 Complaint re shunting on Division Street, Trenton, Ont., CAN. 

22820 Re location of station at Tribune, C.P.R. 

23637 Complaint re train service at Cutler, B.C., C.P.R. : 

9437-1156 Matter of protection at Victoria Street, Tweed, Ont., C.P.R. 

24 24 Petition for a station agent at Turtleford, Sask., C.N.R. 

24361 Complaint re refusal of C.P.R. to sell seats in sleeping cars after 10 p.m. 

9437-1245 |Application for protection at crossing at. Stevensville, Ont., M.C.R. ’ . 

25711 Application for station and siding at Parish of St. Viateur, Que., CeP Rs 

25482 Application for stock yard at Stanmore, Alta., C,N.R. 

20320 Application for the appointment of an agent at Smiley, G.T.P. 

4205-57 Application of C.P.R. to remove agent from St. Constant Station. 

25590 Application for an agent at Sibbald, Alta., C.N.R. 

25518 Application to establish a station at St. Joseph de Sorel, Q.M. & 8S. Ry. 

22902-16 |Application for a station at St. Telesphore, Que., C.P.R. 

25492 Complaint re dismissal of signalman at Sharbot Lake, C.P.R. 

4205-44 Application of C.P.R. to close Snow Road Station as a regular agency. 

25451 Complaint re change in train service through Similkameen, G.N.R. 

18710 Application for a station in the Parish of St. Hermans, C.N-R. 

25404 Complaint re cancellation of 8 p.m. train from St. Jerome to Montreal on CPR. 

4205-12 Application of C.N.R. to remove agent from St. Laurent Station. 

16895 Application of C.N.R. to remove agent from Sleemans Station. 

25185 Complaint re train service at Starkville, Ont., C.N.O. 

1686 Re station and agent at St. Canut, Que., C.N.R. 

25161 Request to have C.N.R. train in the morning start from St. Canut instead of St. Jerome..- 

24472 Complaint re condition of station at St. Felix de Valois, Que. 

24635 Application to have C.P.R. stop trains Nos. 13 and 14 at Strathmore. 

24594 Re location of C.N.R. station at Stonefield, Que. 

24729 Complaint re train service on G.T.R. between St. Marys and Sarnia Tunnel. 

9437-1161 |Complaint re conditions at crossing between Sagwa and Lingley, N.B., C.P.R. 

24670 Complaint re train service Sturgeon Falls, C.P.R. 

24495 Complaint re condition of a number of highway crossings on the C.P.R. in the Municipali 
of Sherwood. / t 

24533 Complaint re train service and connections at Sudbury, C.P.R. 

22928 Complaint re lack of agent and telegraph service at Secretan, Sask., GBB 


25727 Complaint re unsatisfactory stock train service between Red Deer and Calgary, C.P.R. 
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File Particulars. 

Number. 

25485 Complaint re train service on Moosejaw-Portal Section, C.P.R. : 

16305-16 Request to have G.T.P. extend its Moosejaw-North Westerly branch to Riverhurst, Sask. 

4205-25 |Application of C.N.R. to close Rosebank as a regular agency. 

19031 Application of C.N.R. to remove its agent from Ridpath Station. 

25120 Re interchange of passengers between N. & N. Ry., and Cumberland Coal Co., Royston, B.C. 

24483 Application for a permanent agent at Red Jacket, Sask., C.P.R. 

24892 Application of C.P.R. to remove station from Reford to Conquest. 

23006 Protest against action of C.P.R. in withdrawing agent from Bittern Lake. 

24311 Application for an order directing the C.N.R., and C.P.R., to provide a joint station at 
Rocky Mountain House. 

4214-106 |Matter of express delivery limits in the city of Regina, Sask. 

19084 Application for a station agent at Ralph, Sask., C.P.R. 

21297 gveleston to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.P.R., and C.N.R., Birds 

ill. 
12924-44 |Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.N.R., and G.T.P., Camrose. 
Case 1919 pe oeion to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, G.T.P., and C.N.R., South 
askatoon. 

1795-2 AppHcation to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, G.T.P., and C.N.R., Dana. 

10795-1 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, G.T.P., and C.P.R., Neeley. 

Case 1918 {Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, G.7.P., and C.P.R., Deer. 

10796-1 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, G.T.P., and C.P.R., Oban. 

18036:2  |Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.P.R., and G.T.P., Reford. 

14134-6 | Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.N.R., and C.P.R., Forward. 

15832-3 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.P.R., and G.T.P., Druid 
(Dodsland). 

Case 1920 |Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, G.T.P., and CON. Re Harte 

1804 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.N.R., and G.N.R., Minto. 

1434 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.N.R., and C.P.R., Hartney 

11395 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.N.R., and (Ge DE PaeRaleve 

406 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.N.R., and C.P.R., Holfield. 

14694 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.N.R., and G.T.P., St. Boni- 
face. é 

14942-18 |Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, G.T.P., and C.N.R., Leaman 

11071 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.P.R., and C.N.R., Mary- 
field. 

10791-7 | Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, G.T.P., aid C.N.R., Lampman. 

10791-2  |Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, G.T.P., and C.P.R., Griffin. 

11837 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.P.R., and G.T.P., Yorkton. 

10821-7 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.P.R., and G.T.P., lix. 

10791-22 {Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, G.T.P., and C.P.R., Frobisher. 


Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.P.R., and C.N.R., Morris. 


Case 1466 ‘ : 
Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.P.R., and C.N.R., Findlay. 


1021 


13975-1 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.P.R., and C.N.R., Conquest. 
1519-25 {Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.N.R., and G.T.P., Fort 
William. ; ; 
10799-4 | Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.P.R., and C.N.R., Midale. - 
2140 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.N.R., and G’N.R., Carman. 
1803 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.N.R., and G.N.R., Wakopa. 
12924-3 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.N.R., znd C.P.R., Stetler. 
2230 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.N.R., and G.N.R., Roland. 
12476 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.P.R., and C.N.R.., Bienfient. 
12924-45 |Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant; C.P.R., and C.N.R. Night- 
ingale. ; ; 
2578-10 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.P.R., and C.N.R., Rosetown. 
11642 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.P.R., and C.N.R., Carlyle 
12924-9 Application to rémove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.P.R., and C.N.R., Dalro; 
2450 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, G.T.P., and C.N.R., Pare). 
360 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.N.R., and C.P.R., Brook- 
dale (Munroe). ee p ’ ? R b 
18571 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.P.R., and C.N.R., Carberry. 
Case 2229 | Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.N.R., and C.P.R., Kaiser. 
207 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.P.R., and C.N.R., Emerson. 
15499-25 {Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.N.R., and C.P.R., Delta 
Junction. , ; ie 
ee Reaieation to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.N.R., and C.P.R., Methven 
Junction. : F 
25717 Application to remove“night signalman at interlocking plant, G.T.R, and C.P.R., North of 
Glencoe. 


20ce—274 ‘ 
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File Particulars. 5 
Number. 
= ee See ee eee 
1420 Apes to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, G.T.R., and C.N.O., Mount 
ert. 
Case 48 Ave S remove signalman at interlocking plant, C.N.Q., and Nat. Trans., near Tawa- 
chiehe, Que. 
Case 267 eco to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.P.R., and G.N.R., Elm 
reek. ; 
1841 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, G.N.R., and C.P.R., Boissevain. 
1984 Apples ec remove night signalman at interlocking plant, G.N.R., and C.P.R., Carroll 
(Hedron). 
2231 Anne OR to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, C.P.R., and G.N.R., Plum- 
coulee. 
2811 Application to remove night signalman at interlocking plant, G.N.R., and G.T.P., Morden. 
Total—437. 
L 
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PERMANENT STAFF OF THE BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR CANADA FOR THE YEAR ENDING MARCH 831, 1915. 


TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT. 


i) Date 
Name. Position. of Order Salary. 
a in Council. 
$ 
MPamavcelilgel sek tas ool sonar Gis» aietene Chieti trafic. Otaicer).o -nchee emer oe June 22, 1904, 5,000 
2S, eC OS a ae a Chf..Cik,. fratie Deptitie s, eo aoe Oct. 3, 1904. 2,300 
McManus, C. E...... Re a. ais Clerk, Traffic Dept............css0seeeee- Aug. 20, 1904. 1,350 
Routers CLC. Klien celiac wae oes se SC reentt ar act ee eeoec Aug. 14, 1906. 1,350 
1s) Kon nXe Ceueel SE Ars 2 ene So a Be Os Ss; iPr ie Meee ORR NCS Re he ee May 6, 1907. 1,200 
Allen, SE es, tact hos Sos & ee Me er oe oer t May 6, 1907.. 1, 200 
NVECSSING Pre ET OW 3arhe) so oreiace ews 6 9 e tf Pps ace Meee ee July 8, 1904.. 1,100 
Usher, J. EUAN ene cre ots tosh sss ia Oo CE, St ARE ee RAE MEA ce re May 6, 1907. 1,050 
WammwrighteWe KR. Gisces ... ec: & SS pay Beh gt ate te ae eee April 27, 1909. 1,050 
Chapman, C. M. B. Bee Wy Pt. We Sahl cetera rete April 11, 1907. 950 
Reappotntedtonteceeab tein anther tee Sept. 24, 1913. 
Qo-takeefiect x ajacsiahinin eee weet Sept. 1, 1913) 
Teiungeay, Rie ds nebo Sodoueasdos cool Clone Aken te DI y.c god ancon doc eseo one tect. Onn 1ott: 900 
(Lodtakeettect..s.ncmasteernicnmiae lees PUN aml 2aee Ones) 
PBTOtMOUr ee Lia tsiek cc biti, -fomre oss Clarke Erratic: Deptaer aeereen s wena eee Dec. 2, 1911. 900 
(Towtake-efiect:: iawn. cone nbetraet June 5, 1911) 
IDS ERI NG 1 Bis core) Se eR Enotes Clerk wirancewDep tenses stare cee Feb. 6, 1913. 850 
(To take-effect . se spees seer ere ters Reb. 1 e1913)) 
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT. 
GUN TAINS GOD ccf e le Soh ve Mavens!’ @hief Engineer... 2. shies Seer rie Ue 30 eal OO 5,000 
SIDANNLONS Se ine oy totes eric ela lai sithece. + Asst. Chiethngineer ry. aint aac t-te | OCU opm oOae 3,000 
Tai aye 8 Lae ies 1 OR Ae ee Is tAsst. Bneimicenen sr enenk fe. clint June 25, 1906. 13,300 
Belancer TAA sam a.108 dele ein vierecer: ond Asst. Engineer. ... saeco oie: May 28, 1910. 2,900 
GHD ING BES: 6 ao) oe Sy as Ue Aa, ee Srd-Asst. Emeimeery:e: #8648) s- et A a Arona meal ble 13,000 
iT anja Sate Ios eeiticas Cee Oe aIOOD oe Blectrical Bmeineet.ac se sass ee eee May 15, 1906 
ideynile lays ohh Biaiao a ec een Cleri=, Eneinecrs, Deptne aa. hie Aug. 14, 1906 1, 100 
Wadsworthy FeoW). .cisccees sot ds f¢ eee Wee riod Ban rreina (We Smet Sept. 12, 1912 850 
(Dostakecwectaeaqeascy: sects seater Sept. 1, 1911) 
Barber, Miss EB. A. H..........<. Stenographers ses 2 sore ea os a yams yer oO 4950 
MeDonald, Miss.Nx.....a...--.- i RTA ON eR Lee ee NS Moron oe Oct. 14, 1910. 4950 
(Tostakeeflectsron. pe eteeebe eee arate June 17, 1910) 
IBIS PRC eee Sey eee Oke eran Stenographers e.tior ae eae i ee) tere May 29, 1911. 4900 
(Lortakeethect eae eeu eri April 1, 1911) 
RECORD DEPARTMENT. 
Bi OnISON: di Ws cciRorers. settee oko os ste @hiet.ClerkaRecordsi...cectee nae Sept. 1, 1904 1,400 
Shit Se hrte || Oe IS)\Ceaer ven ood Sencar Acting Record Officer... ares vette May 2, 1905 31,500 
PETSIASON pV At clare ava vteihchete vioy-02!- Clerk. Record Room tec ecore near Aug. 14, 1906. 1, 100 
MnP elIOr eee c 8 xan eel see 3% i. Ste Be 6 con Aug. 20, 1904. 1,050 
“SLES So : BTR beh ata Pacers tee SD May 6, 1907. 1,050 
Demers, F. R.........---.-+ +--+. [Statistical @lerlaiRecordsh.. ree ee Aug. 31, 1906. 1,000 
Chambers, D. H...............--|Clerk, Record Room.........+--..+-..+++- June 29, 1910. 1,000 
MOUND eerie 5.5 os madielel vanes se SEEM SP orn TN NRE ce oe el May 11, 1911. 950 
/ (To ee ON) BA Shh Se oe see te ay is 
- Carruthers, J. P.................-|Clerk, Recor GOI: ee ta aera DED beambae ; C 
a 3 (Bo take: effect,.42... evene. nce. oe Oct. ely toe) 
Edwards, F.A..............-.---|Clerk, Record Room saat yak ontcte s+ a OCbam LO nLgIO: 850 
’ (To take igre FEC Ane PMR SOR oe Hoes r io) a 
EAI CTOMMVINS i oicfassToe cielo cn orerele nce Glerk) Record. Roomuees. «<0. peaenine re LOee : : 
ine (Lortakevetioch ee seater ae ceo on DU yams 1912) 


1Includes Living Allowance of $300 during residence in West. 


a o 
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PERMANENT STAFF OF THE BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS. 
FOR CANADA FOR THE YEAR ENDING MARCH 31, 1915.—Continued. 


SECRETARY’S DEPARTMENT. 


Date 
Name. Position. of Order Salary. 
in Council. 


$ 

Meclestone, cA. inet. cteacseee Chf: (Clic, Secy3ss Dept, a. see. sear 8 Aug. 14, 1906.. 1,550 

Arbick sd.) cs eeeee eee Re ee Clerk, Secy’ SiBranch ©. haere ee May 2, 1905.. 1,050 
(To tailkeverrects ext aan Dec. 23, 1904) 

Larocqtie pAv it. os neeecg eer se Glerk-'Séey’s Branch 3.5.2. eet ete Dee toy ko ome 1,000 

Hotlmotons 2s see ware eee ss CT ce ova ta ete ee Oct. 19, 1912. 850 
(Wortakevefiects: 11.709. een ae oe CD Ge geen 

PBimimins “scr eee nee Clerk; Seey’s Branch? sarc. tees tones Feb. 46, 1913.2 850 
(To: take effect in eich es oh eek Sept. 1, 1912) 

Matourels Detiee, Se eens oes Mailing Clerics timer: Coe etch ane eee Dec. 31, 1907.. 850 

iBourgadltt Tie. ess ae ee cae Clerks Secyis' Branch... 2. pee eee Dec: 38519134 800 
(Toxtakeefiect.sn..«.cee:.svece Rae Sept. 1, 1913) 

Gamble Missi@h lie aot on ana? Stenosraphels.cccwscciink «escious Grn mone July 19, 1912 650 
k (Poitalceveectiaaeeee rn anee ack eee een UDO an lela) 

MacG dire Miss). seems. Stenograp ler seh. sch: onsen ee ame July 27, 1912.7 650 
(Towtake eflect.n wake oe ae eee July 1, 1912) 

Mar phiy Nirs! tht mukoes eee a Stenomrapienansdec nies ke ate eee ee Jan. 25, 1913.. 650 
; (To takeiefiect mma dans ons | eee as July 1, 1912) 

Hardy Miss 8). i eer «teen Stenographer yatta er eosin heen ee Sept. 24, 1913.. 650 
: , (To take: effectsa.gasse keels oe ee | Dede LO ke) 

Parish. Miss! Dees ae eee te ie Stenoprapher nego ot he on ee eens Bones Nov. 21, 1913.. 650 
(To.take effecth s.c2.0cm. cto ae an aoe April 1, 1913) 


a a ee ee ee eee ee ee ees See ee es ee ee a ee ee 


* ASSISTANT SECRETARY’S DEPARTMENT. 


——  —— —— 


PIUIMGa ey? Ale Le wy eee Asst. Secretary for French correspondence, 

; etc aes: Psa ney Peet Sans See 2 May 7, 1904.. 3.000 
Lapointe, Aya. aes ee. A GGOUNTAIMG oxi a eee ueree May 6, 1907.. 1, 200 
Caseye DT SFnitee Sn. SOEs Nee Clerk, Asst. Secy’s Branch................ Aug. 28, 1909.. 950 

(To take ehtechineyetadeeen Woe cies Aug. 9 1909) 
pbarcot;; MisstAs Moo. Seah...) cc Stenosraphoer...n een cere te een crock: May 29, 1911.. 750 
(Po -take.etkectspre cn. cnt ete ciactam April 1, 1911) 


cca Ss et en Oe 2 ee ee ee eee 


OPERATING DEPARTMENT. 


MPCNCET, AGeOn yc niin Gah Gee ec Obie Opran Of Con ie Aen inert eae eee Sept. 24, 1913.. 3, 600 
(Po take efiect...5 cose eee ae Sept. 1, 1913) 
eponde; Fi. Igoe cee Inspector, Opre: Went. eevee ees Aug. 20, 1904.. 2,300 
SPOUVIG dpe ea. Seale eer cea Mechanical Bixpert. 0.2. cre. eee tee Mac. 4, 1907.. 2,300 
MeCaul 20d elke neaaeee sae Inspector: Oprei-Depts acene: seter es eee May 6, 1907.. 12,300 
Nar digo, ion ee enone he is ory pues re NSS, te RON, May 1907. 2,000 
BE OW fet ects hon re RNY 2, ee eee ge May 6, 1907. 2,000 
Pindsaiy A; Wess ae Pee % ME POT COBH, 5 Te May 3, 1912.. 12, 150 
Silloth: Te 1s hes eee ee = <S pow hs glaree sh Seeras woe teats May 3, 1912.. 1,850 
ardiner, Pat 3: ec Ros ak e Shep toned. ettee tres fee May 3, 1912. 12,150 
Barris; "lh: Ree he te dein Inspectors Opreeeptcemadt see tera May 3, 1912. 1,850 
Shinnick, ae) 51 Sa eae & ee ee Pe a Pee Dec. 31, 1909. 12, 100 
POULIN, Accom aes cath oe ee FE, My eo ee ee es ere July 28, 1911. 1,300 
(To takeefiect sect oh feel mee este itn April “1, 1991) 
Wiad EL: Eee races ares... cies. Chia Cis. Oprges ep tyaaraest atta. oleae cie Feb. 11, 1911.. 1,500 
Nelson, Hii. dee. cht oreahs« .|Clerk and Sten., Ovre. ee es April 7, 1914. 21,050 
s é (To take effect. . eo lee Misr = Toro rey 
Britton, T. CR ieiin BS eM cia Clerk: -Opre. epi 6 saumth copes be lec May 6, 1907.. 1,050 
Dunsmore, Was .£.. 3. debe es Clerk and Sten:, ‘Opn. Beer RO Seach OTe ie i a sip et 98 
(To take effect... Ley dtc cane) Vie Oe BT 
~ 


‘Includes Living Allowance of $300 during residence in West. 

2Salary paid by Railways and Canals Department. 

sDied November 25, 1914. ‘ 

‘Includes Living Allowance of $150 during residence in West. - 


‘ 


= 


= 5 
Date 
Name. Position. of Order Salary. 
in Council. 
$ 
Hearixere@re Vos oe, a tetes yi... Clerk and Sten., Opre. Dents NOCta 14791902 = 850 
(To take effect.. hey hoe oot Pe tOn2 
ero ee AWNGh et Se on Glerk, -Opre Dept... -..e. cS ds oe Nov. 27, 1913.. 850 
p : (To tale Bifects.°.. fiyeenn.  volAgril 1, 1913) 
OC onnormMissiG AM a... te. Stenoscnaphergsas sea eee eee) een DCCs toile Ol) cue 800 
Senovgtes MissiM. Aion. 5 hae SP ER TN pre rie yy 5 REE ES Jan. 25, LOtsne 650 
(Po takeveiieciiern see natn aor eae et 1, 1912) 
FIRE INSPECTION DEPARTMENT. 
Luce, Cae es 06k eee ee Chichi Firednspectormecek ote eas tae Oo eo O1S 3800 
(CEO take @hiect 2205 eas aes don on eee | DUT mm LO Lien) 
LGD Siay leas be 1 Cae eae ere Eire: Ins pecuolueers..ter sens ae ieee tenner Reb, (6, 1913. 1, 900 
(To take effect. . ee eee Vere al et OT) 
Vibes Jaeenes tu aee. a4 Sas < dink Chief Clerk and Sten., Fire Insp. “Dept. ...|June 29, 1910 950 
LAW DEPARTMENT. 
| Son lll Se eae Gwe lorie... 4. soya. eae Aug. 20, 1904. 3,200 
MRALOSC MSS ULURMaa, 2 are ..< a asloten..and: bibrariane:s.. cot:aecdsccse anes May , 1905. 1,000 
PUG MGR Cradl Biens, ate ae eae ee Stenosraphens oe. seh es Se May 29, 1912. 750 
(Mottake Ckectascauc: ans sem es (Ail ae ee Oi) 
CHIEF COMMISSIONER. 
Bren anrdsonie Wier ceee2 warcueeee als Secy. to Chief Commissioner and Acting : 
SeCVa OMe der Oi Law anew ree rae tetas April 12, 1905.. 2,500 
“LGR p, LW WSIS DA fo eae oe Glerleand Stenosraphemn 3-5 ose ieee May 7, 1904.. 950 
LIBRARIAN. 
OY CEHS En SCS ee oe Librarian and Supervising Officer......... July 10, 1914.. 3, 600 
(Qortake effects teat cee i see re Feb. 1, 1914) 
BiossreNliss MG. coon. a. nee « SLCHOBEAD Der oe, <n ees nee ee eae are Sept. 11, 1909.. 950 
STENOGRAPHERS. 
| Cameron, Miss E. M............. Clerk and Stenographer to C eae pier Aug. 20, 1904.. 950 
(AUST Sy ee Clerk and Stenographer to Asst. Chie 
Bey Miss N Comm RAE Ge bah, Me ete ooo Fh SHES Dee. 31, 1908.. 950 
(To take effect... & Pare Nov. 1, 1908) 
TESTI eee en a C i uF and Stenogra her to Comm. ‘ood- 
Vaughan, Miss M.......... er dae 3 pera ee NOt a ea ay 11, 1911.. 850 
To take effect... Feb. 1, 1911) 
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PERMANENT STAFF OF THE BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR CANADA FOR THE YEAR ENDING MARCH 31, 1915.—Continued. 


OPHRATING 


DHPARTMENT—Continued. 
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Mncludes Living Allowance of $300 during residence in West. 
Includes Living Allowance of $150 during residence in West. 


The salary of Mr. Leavitt is $3,600 per annum; difference pé aid by the Conserv 


ation Commission 


. 
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PERMANENT STAFF OF THE BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSION 
FOR CANADA FOR THE YEAR ENDING MARCH 31, 1915.—Concluded 


MESSENGERS. 
ee 
Date 
Name. Fosttion. of Order Salary. 
in Council. 
$ 
Graham. EeADEawas see ie are Messencere) . seisce nce temo: 5 Ae Oct. 19, 1912.. 800 
: (To take effect Sept. 1, 1912) : 
Barbeat,. Sees. eaten rec Messenven.... 2... seer ne eee VoalSept, bi, 1900 a 700 
Downes! Wiis... a0, ees snes Messengerss rss ee Ps, ACU T Ore bereseatae Oct. 19, 1912.. 700 
(Roitdke elects) ae eee Aneel Sept. 1, 1912) : 
Wallace, Ader ents. var torndes o: Miess@neersey coe nt ene etsnero aa eae aioe Oct. 19, 1912.. 700 
(To take eects weet aot. saree ee Sept. 1, 1912) 
enw de DD a ea eee ee eee 
CAR, “ACA DIA??: 
a a i ee eee 2 
(Pile. Wink. ee. ae eek: hoes Cookson. Officiali@ar:e theese eee | Poe ee ene | 90 per m. 
i BE pe a 
REPORTING STAFF. ; 
Butcher eN Reet cee eer Reporting Contract, a.) cease er ce ee April 14, 1908. | 4,800 
- 
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APPENDIX “ H.” 


REPORT OF FIRE INSPECTION DEPARTMENT. 


March 31, 1915. 
A. D. Cartwricut, Esq., 
Secretary, Board of Railway Commissioners, 
Ottawa, Ontario. 


Sir,—Herewith I beg to submit the report of the Fire Inspection Department for 
year ending March 31, 1915, for the tenth annual report of the board. 

In general, the work of this department has consisted of the enforcement of 
General Order No. 107 of those sections of the Railway Act which relate specifically 
to fire protection. The work has been carried forward along the general lines indicated 
in previous reports. 

ORGANIZATION. 


As in previous years, the work of the department, aside from the head office at 
Ottawa, has been handled through co-operation with the several Dominion and 
provincial fire-protective organizations, without cost to the board. Under this arrange- 
ment, officials of the various fire-protective’ organizations acted as officers of the 
board, as follows :— 

Dominion Forestry Branch, ten men, covering lines in the railway belt of British 
Columbia and forest sections in Alberta, Saskatchewan,- Manitoba and Yukon Ter- 
ritory, outside Dominion parks. 

Dominion Parks Branch, six men, covering .lines in Dominion parks in British 
Columbia and Alberta. 

British Columbia Forest Branch, thirty-two men, covering lines in British 
Columbia outside the railway belt. : 

Department of Agriculture of Alberta, four men, handling fire-guard inspection 
on lines in prairie sections of that province. 

Fire Commissioner’s office, province of Saskatchewan, one man, handling fire- 
guard inspection on lines in prairie sections of that province. 

Department of Lands,, Forests and Mines of Ontario, six men. 

Department of Lands and Forests of Quebec, ten-men. 

Crown Lands Department of New Brunswick, two men. 

It has not as yet been found practicable to arrange for co-operation in Nova. 
Scotia. 

RAILWAY FIRE PATROLS. 


The plan of fire protection by patrols adopted in 1912 and 1913 was continued,. 


with minor modifications. ; 
Letters prescribing special patrols were issued to the following railway companies: 


@anadian Pacific Western Lines, Canadian Pacific Eastern Lines, Grand Trunk 


Pacific; Grand Trunk, Canadian Northern, Great Northern, Edmonton, Dunvegan 


| and British Columbia, Kettle Valley (under construction), Western Canada Power 


Company, Quebec and Lake St. John, Canadian Northern Quebec, Temiscouata, 


Esquimalt and Nanaimo, and Victoria and Sidney. 


INSTRUCTIONS TO RAILWAY EMPLOYEES. 
Regulation 14 of General Order No. 107, which calls for the issuance of special 
instructions regarding the reporting and extinguishing of railway fires by railway 
employees, was generally well observed by railway companies. 
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REPORTING FIRES BY RAILWAYS. 


Oircular No. 133 was issued by the Secretary under date of May 5, 1914, requiring 
railways to report to the board all fires originating within 300 feet of the track in 
forested sections. These reports have assisted materially in carrying on the work 
of the department. : 

FOREST FIRE STATISTICS. 


The fire season in 1914 was the most serious in many years in Ontario, Alberta and 
British Columbia and in the western portions of Quebec, dry spells of almost unpre- 
cedented severjty occurring in both spring and fall. In Nova Scotia, New Brunswick 
and the eastern half of Quebec the climatic conditions were such that very little 
trouble from fire was experienced. However, the losses caused by fire over the whole 
Dominion were considerable, and there is no doubt that the losses along railway lines 
would have been very much greater had it not been for the preventive measures taken 
by the railways and by the Dominion and provinejal agencies co-operating with them. 

The following table shows approximate fire statistics as to forested sections along 
the principal railways subject to the board’s jurisdiction. Statistics are not available 
as to the agricultural sections. Many incipient fires were extinguished of which the 
record is incomplete. While the statistics given are not strictly accurate In many 
cases, they are the best that could be secured. : 


RIGHT OF WAY CLEARING. 


Notable progress was made by many railways in reducing the fire hazard by clear- 
ing up their rights of way. Probably more progress was made in this direction during 
1914 than in any previous year. Special attention was given to this feature on lines 
under construction. In the past, much damage has been done by fires escaping beyond 
control in connection with railway construction work. , 

In a few cases, particularly along the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific (eastern 
lines) railways, there was co-operation between the railway company and the owners of 
adjacent lands, resulting in the disposal of inflammable debris on a narrow strip 
adjacent to the right of way. The best example of this occurred in Algonquin park, 
Ontario, where the Provincial Department of Lands, Forests and Mines employed a 
gang of men and cleared up the inflammable debris along a portion of the Grand Trunk 
right of way and lands immediately adjacent thereto, the Grand Trunk management 
bearing one-half the cost. It is expected that this arrangement will be continued in 
1915, until the line through the park shall have been covered. 

Along the Canadian Pacific line through the Shawanaga Indian reserve in Ontario, 
the Department of Indian Affairs disposed of inflammable debris on a strip adjacent to 
the railway, the company having cleared up the right of way independently. 

In each of the above cases the department concerned is entitled to much credit for 
its progressive action. It is, however, important that general provision be made by 
legislation for the enforced disposal of inflammable debris immediately adjacent to 
railway lines, on privately owned lands, as well as on crown lands, whether licensed or 
unlicensed. At the very least, this action should be made effective at an early date in 
connection with all future cutting operations in forest sections. Such provision would 
be a measure of only reasonable justice to the railways. j 


FIRE GUARDS. 


The fire guard requirements for 1914 were very closely similar to those prescribed 
for 1913, as explained in the ninth annual report. These requirements were made 
applicable to the Canadian Pacific, Canadian Northern, Grand Trunk -Pacifie and 
Great Northern railways in the prairie provinces. The principal features of the 1914 
requirements are briefly as follows :— 
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Grain stubble lands.—Guards four feet in width 100 feet from the track to be 
ploughed by land owners or occupants, payment for same to be made by the railway 
company at the rate of $1.75 per lineal mile. 


Fenced grazing land——Guards to be ploughed by the company: sixteen feet in 
width, 200 feet from the track, except that old guards previously ploughed at a greater 
distance are to be maintained. Burning of dry grass outside the right of way not 
required. Right of the company to enter upon land for the purpose of fire guarding 
to be subject to refusal of owners or occupant, the company to have the privilege of 
requesting authority from the board to enter upon such land, if it considers such 
action necessary. 

Open prairie—Guards to be ploughed by the company sixteen feet in width, 200 
feet from the track, except that old guards previously ploughed at a greater distance 
are to be maintained. Dry grass and other unnecessary combustible matter to be 
burned off between the fire guard and the track. The company to have unrestricted 
right to enter upon such lands for the purpose of fire guarding. 

During the year specific complaints were received as follows :— 

Damage by fire-—Canadian Pacific 4, Canadian Northern 12, Grand Trunk 
Pacific 2, total 18. In each ease, the complainant was advised that the board has no 
jurisdiction in connection with damage claims and that recourse should be had through 
the courts, in case of failure to reach a settlement with the railway concerned. 

Failure to construct fire guards, or construction unsatisfactory: Canadian Pacific 
8, Canadian Northern 5, Grand Trunk Pacific 1; total 9. 

Report by railway company that landowner refuses to permit construction gf 
fire guards in fenced grazing lands: Canadian Pacific 11, Grand Trunk Pacific 22; 
total 33. In twelve of these cases, the Grand Trunk Pacifie requested authority to 
enter upon the lands in question for the purpose of constructing fire guards, notwith- 
standing such refusal of the owner. In three of these «ases, orders were issued by the 
board, granting authority for such entrance and construction as requested. 


Summary of Fire Guard Construction by Railways in the Province of Alberta, 


Saskatchewan and Manitoba, 1914. 
Grand 
= Great Trunk Canadian | Canadian 
Northern. Pacific. Northern. Pacific. 

; Miles. Miles. Miles. Miles. 
BEIOGIGIIELACK MLL OCH. ns oo fave sieath apes 8m os once. 162-38 2,152-8 4, 541-20 6, 313-13 
Mens Nine SUATC, TOTLESYY.. 22a sid. 5 ayelseebols le + ols osteel ® 324-76 4,305-6 9,082-40 12, 626-26 
Fireguards constructed (shown in fireguard miles)— ba 
‘Cyean (ERninOS, . . palates ASA as ae ten ae bors -50 1, 240-80 2,346-60 3, 970-90 
j Heneedeo rane laNOSi cece rah ec sua nevewivle Surat aime 171-50 404-85 387-50 1,374-41 
BeGramistubble landsat2s kacdeciens + pes ole bh eel 80-25 400-60 314-10 2,107-18 
ere 252-25 2,046-25 3, 048-20 7,452-49 


é Movaliconstructede. osc. se. 2 .et eee eh on 
Fireguards not constructed (shown in fireguard miles)? 


0 Sins hy ae RE gd nt Oe 53-76 1, 442-00 3, 368-00 2, 276-30 
MET TeMISCGCNtLANCC. <0... cee coe meee ere pele ene oman es 9-30 ‘ 23-00 
leamch tinoady ploughed 4 si ..cscidsscen seedless te 2-50 156-90 il 410- 10 
Grain stubble, not fireguarded by owner®........ 6-00 547-59 il 118-50 272-48 
Miscellaneous other reasons.............++ +5555: 10-25 103-56 . 1, 191-89 

72-54 2,259-35 | 6,034-20 5,173-77 


Mister MO COUSUCUCTEC a 5..cciea ne aie aoe <2 + rates 


*Total of these items amounts to 1, 547-70. ; 
1Fireguard mileage is double the tiack mileage, since 
both sides of the track. : 
2Company exempted from fireguard construction, 
such construction is unnecessary or impracticable. | 
- 3Employees of railway company refused permission, 
structing fireguards. 
*Fireguarding unnecessary, because fields already ploughed. st a es ‘ : 
‘Fire guarding in cultivated land required only where the land owner or occupant would undertake to 
plough guard at the reasonable price specified by the board. 


the construction of firezuards is required on 
as to portions of line where showing made that 


by owner, to enter upon land for purpose of con- 
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Locomotive Fuel. 


Oil fuel is in exclusive use on 477 miles of the Canadian Pacific Railway, on 134 
miles of the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway, and on 115 miles of the Great Northern 
Railway, a total of 726 miles, all in British Columbia. In no case has a definite report 
been submitted of a fire caused by an oil-burning engine in Canada. The Grand 
Trunk Pacific Railway have announced that during the spring and early summer ot 
1915, oil-burning engines will be installed on that portion of their lines in British 
Columbia and Alberta between Prince Rupert and Jasper, a distance of 718 miles. It 
is expected that this action will materially decrease the danger of fire along this portion 
of the line. The use of oil fuel is purely voluntary with the railways, and its adoption 
is dictated altogether by business considerations. 

During the past two years, complaints have been received as to fire danger resulting 
from the use as locomotive fuel of certain classes of western coals. In order to secure 
expressions of opinion from all concerned, the board issued Circular No. 141, under 
date of January 25, 1915, containing the suggestion that it might be considered 
advisable to require a different kind of spark-arresting device on engines using su 
coals than the standard screen prescribed in Regulation 2 of General Order No. 10 
The replies received indicate the need for further investigation, and as a result the 
* situation will be carefully studied during the coming year, in the hope that some solu: 
tion of the problem may be found that will cause the least possible hardship to all the 
interests affected. Both the Commission of Conservation and the Mines branch of the 
Department of Mines are co-operating in the investigation, the latter having assisted 
materially by making a number of analyses of samples of coal from the mines in 
question. 


Hearings. 


Upon complaint of the Dominion Forestry branch, the board held a hearing at 
Edmonton, Alta., on November 20, 1914, at which the Edmonton, Dunvegan and British 
Columbia Railway was cited to answer for alleged failure to comply with certain 
requirements of the Railway Act and of General Order No. 107, relative to fire protec- 
tion. It was shown that the various features of the complaint were, in general, well 
founded, and judgment was reserved, in order to give the company an opportunity 
to comply with the various requirements. 

On the same date, also at Edmonton, was heard the complaint of the Dominior 
Forestry branch against the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway for failure to extinguish 2 
fire occurring earlier in the season on the Alberta coal branch of the railway. The board 
held that the case involved primarily the question of reimbursement of the cost of 
extinguishing the fire in question; this being a matter over which the board has n 
jurisdiction, the complainant was advised that recourse should be had through th 
courts, failing an adjustment direct with the company. - ‘ 

On March 17, 1915, the Canadian Pacific Railway applied to the board for certa 
modifications of General Order No. 107. Certain changes were asked as to the require 
ments for fire guard construction in the prairie provinces. The company requested als 
the elimination of subsection (e) of Regulation 13, General Order No. 107, whi¢ 
places upon railway companies the onus of extinguishing fires occurring within 30 
feet of the track, unless in each case a showing shall be made that the company was no! 
responsible for the origin of the fire. The case was set down for hearing at Ottawa 
April 6, 1915. 


Respectfully submitted, 
(Signed) OLYDE LEVITT, ; 
Chief Fire Inspector, B.R.C. 


The above matters were fully discussed at the hearing held at Ottawa, April 6. 1915, ane 
the application was dismissed (Order No. 141, April 15, 1915), except as the portion relatin 
to the right of railway companies to enter upon fenced private lands for the purpose of ploughin 
fire guards, notwithstanding the protest of the owner or occupant; as to this portion of th 
application, judgment was reserved. 
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LIST OF BOOKS IN LIBRARY UP TO MARCH 381, 1915. 


Abbott—HElectrical Transmission of Energy. 

Abbott—Railway Law of Canada. 

Abbott—Telephony. 

Ackworth—Hlements of Railway Heonomics. 

Actes du Canada et des Provinces non Abrogés par les Statuts Revisés, 1887. 
Acts of the Provinces and of Canada not Repealed by the Revised Statutes, 1887. 
Act to Regulate Commerce. E 

Adams—Railroad Accidents, 

Adams—The Block System. 

Alabama Railroad Commission Reports, 1909-1910. 

Alberta Law Reports, 1908-1914. 

Alberta Statutes, 1906-1914. 

Allen—Telegraph Cases. 

American Electrical Cases. 

American and English Annotated Cases; Digest. 

, American and Hnglish Encyclopedia of Law; Supplement. 
American and English Railroad Cases, Old and New Series; Digest. 
American Railroad Journal. 

American Railway Association Proceedings. 

American Railway Reports. 

American Reports, Digest. 

Anderson—Dictionary of Law. 
Anderson—Index-Digest of Interstate Commerce Laws. 
Arizona Corporation Commission Reports. 
Armstrong—Digest of Nova Scotia Reports. 
Ashe—Electric Railways. 

Audette—Practice of the Hxchequer Court. 

Auditor General’s Reports. 


Baldwin—American Railroad Law. 

Barnes—Interstate Transportation. 

Bartholomew—Air Brakes for Electric Cars. 

Beach—Law of Railways. 

Beach—Monopolies and Industrial Trusts. 

Beach—Railway Digest (Annual). 

Beal on Bailments. 

Beal—Cardinal Rules of Legal Interpretation. 

Beal and Wyman—Railroad Rate Regulation. 
Beauchamp—Jurispreduce of the Privy Council. 

. Beaudry-Lacantinerie—Droit Civil. 

1 Beavan and Walford—Railway Cases. 

Bell and Dunn—Practice Forms. 

Belsterling—Digest of Decisions—Transit Privileges. 

Beullac—Code de Procédure Civile. f 

Bigg—General Railway Acts. 
_ Biggar—Municipal Manual. 

| Bird—Digest of British Columbia Case Law. 
Blakemore—Abolition of Grade Crossings in Massachusetts, 
Bligh—Ontario Law Index to, 1900. 

Bligh and Todd—Dominion Law Index, 1898. 
Booth—Street Railways. 
Boulton—The Law and Practice of a Case Stated. 

. Bouvier’s Law Dictionary. : 
Boyle and Waghorn—The Law and Practice of Compensation. 
Boyle and Waghorn—The Law Relating to Railway and Canal Traffic. 
Brandeis—Scientific Management. : 
Brassey, Lord—Fifty Years of Progress and the New Fiscal Policy. 

| Brice—Tramways and Light Railways. 
_  Brice—Ultra Vires. 

- British Columbia Reports. 
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British Columbia Statutes. : . 
British Columbia Year Book. 

British Ruling Cases. 

Brockway—Hlectric Railway Accounting. 

Broom’s Legal Maxims. 

Browne—Law of Carriers. 

Browne—The Law of Compensation. 

Browne’s Practice before the Railway Commissioners. 

Brown, Macnamara and Neville—English Railway and Canal Traffic Cases. 
Browne and Theobald—Law of Railways. 

Bullinger-—Postal and Shippers’ Guide for the United States and Canada. 
Butterworth—Practice of the Railway and Canal Commission, 
Butterworth—Railways and Canals. 

Byer—Economics of Railway Operation. 


California Board of Public Utilities Annual Reports. 

California Railroad Commission Reports. 

Calvert—Regulation of Commerce. ~ 

Campbell—Forest Fires and Railways. 

Cameron—Supreme Court Practice and Rules, 19138. 

Canada Gazette. 

Canada Law Journal. 

Canada Legal Directory. 

Canada and Newfoundland Gazetteer. 

Canada Year Book. 

Canadian Annual Digest. 

Canadian Law Review. 

Canadian Case Law Digest. 

Canadian Law Times. 

Canadian Reports, Appeal Cases. 

Canadian Ten-Year Digest. 

Car Builders’ Dictionary. 

Carmichael—Law of the Telegraph, Telephone and Submarine Cable. 

Carter—When Railroads were new. 

Cartwright’s British North America Cases. 

Cartwright’s Canadian Law List. 

Casson, Ellis and Hutchinson, Jr.—Horse, Truck and Tractor. 

Century Dictionary and Cyclopedia. 

Chandler—The Express Service and Rates. 

Chambers—Parliamentary Guide. 

Charter of the City of Montreal, with Amendments. 

Chitty’s Archbold’s Q. B. Practice. ~ 

Chitty’s K. B. Forms. 

Clapp—The Navigable Rhine. 

Clarke and Others—The American Railway. 

Clarke’s Street Accident Law. 

Clarke—State Railroad Commissions. 

Clark—Studies in History, Economics and Public Law. Standards of Reasonableness 
Local Freight Discriminations. 

Clements—Canadian Constitution. 

Clements—Federal Supervision of Railroads. 

Cleveland and Powell—Railroad Finance. “e 

Cleveland and Powell—Railroad Promotion and Capitalization. 

Clifton and Grunaux—A New Dictionary of the French and English Languages. 

Clifton and Grunaux—Technological Dictionary, English, German, French. 

Clode—Rating of Railways. ‘ 

Colorado Public Utilities Commission Reports. 

Colson—Abrégé de la Législation des Chemins de Fer et Tramways. 

Columbia Public Utilities Commission Reports. 

Commission of Conservation Reports. 

Commission Telephone Cases. 

Congdon’s Digest of Nova Scotia Reports. 

Connecticut Public Utilities Commission Reports. < 

Connecticut Railroad Reports. 

Connors—Report of the Working of American Railways. 

Constantineau on the De Facto Doctrine. 

Cooke and Townsend—Transportation. : 

Cooley—The American Railway. Its Construction, Development, Management, and Appl 
ances. : 

Cooley on Taxation. 

Copnall—-A Practical Guide to the Administration of Highway Law. 
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Cowles—A General Freight and Passenger Post. 
Coutlee’s Digest Supreme Court Reports. 

Criminal Code. 

Croswell—The Law Relating to Electricity. 
Curran—Freight Rates—Studies in Rate Construction. 
Currier—ktailway Legislation of the Dominion of Canada. 
Cyclopedia of Law and Procedure. Annotations. 


Dagger—Telephone Systems. The Ontario Telephone Act. 

Daggett—Railroad Reorganization. 

Daily Freight Register. 

Dale and Lehmann—English Overruled Cases. 

Daniell—Chancery Forms. 

Darlington—Railway and Canal Traffic Acts. 

Darlington’s Railway Rates, 

Daviel—Des Cours d’Eau. 

Denis and White—Water Powers (Commission of Conservation). 

Denton—Municipal Negligence (Highways). 

Desbarats—Newspaper Directory. 

Dewsnup—Railway Organization and Working. 

Dictionary of Altitudes in Canada. 

Directory of Railway Officials. 

Disney’s Carriage by Railway. 

Dixon and Parmelee—Bureau of Railway Economics. The Arguments for and against Train- 
Crew Legislation. 

Dodd—Law of Light Railways. d 

Doherty—Liability of Railroads to State. 

Dorsey—English and American Railroads Compared, 

Douglas—Development of the Railroads of North America and of Their Control by the State. 

Douglas—The Influence of the Railroads of the United States and Canada on the Mineral 
Industry. 

Drinker’s Interstate Commerce Act. Supplement. 

~ Droege—Freight Terminals and Trains. 
Duff—Merchants Bank and Railroad Book-keeping. 
Dunn—American Transportation Question. 


‘ 


Eaton—Railroad Operations. How to Know them. 
EKaton—Handbook of Railroad Expenses. 

Eddy on Combinations. 

Edwards—Railway Nationalization. 

Plectric Train Staff Catalogue, Union Switch and Signal Co. 
Elliott—The A BC of Railroad Signalling. 

Elliott—The Individual, The Corporation, and thé Government. 
Elliott—Minnesota. The Railways and Advertising. 

Elliott on Railroads. 

Elliott on’ Roads and Streets. 

Encyclopedia Britannica. 

Encyclopedia of the Laws of England. 

Endlich on Statutes. 

English Law Reports. Digest. 

English Reports (reprints). 

English Ruling Cases. 

Ewart’s Digest of Manitoba Law Reports. 

Exchequer Court Reports. 

Express Companies—Judgment of the Board. 

Express Statistics of the Dominion of Canada. 

Express Statistics in the United States, Interstate Commerce Commission. 


Farnham—waters and Water Rights. 

Frye—Civil Engineers’ Pocket Book. 

Fry—Specific Performance. 

Fuzier-Herman—Code Civil. Supplement. * 
Fuzier-Herman—Répertoire du Droit Frangais. 
Fetter—Carriers of Passengers. 

Finch—Federal Anti-Trust Divisions. 

Florida Railroad Commission Reports. 
Floy—Valuation of Public Utility Properties. 
Forney—Catechism of the Locomotive. 
Foster—Engineering Valuation of Public Utilities and Factories. — 
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Gear and Williams—Electric Central Station Distributing Systems. 
Georgia Railroad Commission Reports. 

Gephart—Transportation and Industrial Development in the Middle West. 
Gilbert’s Street Railway Reports. 

Gillette’s Hand Book of Cost Data. 

Glen on Highways. 

Goodeve—Railway Passengers. 

Gould on Waters. 

Gray’s Communication by Telegraph. 

Greene on Highways. 

Grierson’s Railway Rates, English and Foreign. 
Guernsey—Effect of the War on Public Utilities. 


. 


Hadley—Railway Transportation, 

Hadley—Railway Working and Appliances. 

Haines’ American Railway Management. 

Haines—Railway Corporations as Public Servants. 

Haines’ Restrictive Railway Legislation. 

Hamilton on Railroad Laws of New York. 
Hamilton—Railway and Other Accidents. 

Hamlin’s Interstate Commerce Acts Indexed and Digested. 
Hammond—Railway Rate Theories of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Hardeastle on Statute Law. 

Hatfield’s Lectures on Commerce. 

Hay, Jr.—The Law of Railway Accidents in Massachusetts. 
Hayes—Public Utilities, Their Cost New and Depreciation. 
Hemmeon—History of the British Post Office. 
Henderson—Ditches and Water Courses. 

Henderson on Locomotive Operation. 

Hendrick on Railway Control by Commissions. 

High on Injunctions, 

Hitt—Electric Railway Dictionary. 

Hodges on Railways. < 
Hodgins Dominion and Provincial Legislation. 

Holmested and Langton—Ontario Judicature Act. 

Holmested and Langton—Forms and Precedents. 

Holt on Canadian Railway Law. 

Hopkins—The Law of Personal Injuries, 

Hough—Ocean Traffic and Trade, ‘ 

Hudson on Compensation, 

Hutchinson—Carriers. 

Hutehinson on Carriers. 


Idaho Public Utilities Commission Reports. 

Illinois Railroad and Warehouse Commission Reports. 

Illinois State Public Utilities Commission Report. 

Imperial Statutes. 

Index of Cases Reported in Law Reports. 

Index to Interstate Commerce Commission Cases in the Federal Courts, 1887-1914. Division 
of Indices. 

Indiana Railroad Commission Reports. 

Interstate Commerce Commission. Express Rates, Practices and Accounts. 

Tnterstate Commerce Commissian. Division of Statistics. A Preliminary Abstract of Statis- 
tics of Common Carriers, 1914. ; 

Interstate Commerce Commission Reports. 

Interstate Commerce Reports. 

Ivatts—Railway Management. 


Jackman—Freight Rates and Classifications, Express Service, Carriage by Water. (Inter- 
state Commerce). 

Jacobs’ Railway Law of Canada. , 

Jevons—The State in Relation to Labour. 

Johnson—American Railway Transportation. 

Johnson—Ocean and Inland Water Transportation. 

Johnson and Huebner—Railroad Traffic and Rates. 

Jones—Fur Farming (Commission of Conservation). 

Jones on Telegraph and Telephone Companies. 

Joyce on Electric Law. 

Judson on Interstate Commerce 
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Kansas Public Utilities Commission Reports. 

Kent’s Index to Cases Judicially Noticed in the Law Reports. 

Keasbey on Electric Wires. 

era Digest of Decisions under the Federal Safety Appliance and Hours of Service Acts, 
91'5- 

Kerr on Injunctions. 

Kirkman—tThe Science of Railways. 

Knoop on Principles and Methods of Municipal Trading. 


Lafleur’s Conflict of Laws. 

Lake—Report Major-General Sir P. H. N. Lake. 

Langelier—Cours de Droit Civil. 

Langelier—De la Preuve. 

Langstroth and Stilz—Railway Co-operation. 

Larombiere. 

Latimer on Railway Signalling in Theory and Practice, 

Laurent’s Droit Civil. 

Law Times Reports. Index. 

Leavitt—Forest Protection. 

Lefroy’s Legislative Power in Canada. 

Legal News. 

Leggett on Bills of Lading. 

Lewis—American Railroad and Corporation Reports. 

Lewis’ Eminent Domain. 

Lewis—Railway Signal Engineering. 

Lewis’ Sutherland on Statutory Construction. 

Littré et Beaujeu—Dictionnaire de la Langue Frangaise, avec un Supplément d’Histoire et 
de Géographie. 

Los Angeles Public Utilities Board Reports. 

Louisiana Railroad Commission Reports. 

Lovell’s Compendium. 

Lovell’s Gazetteer of the Dominion of Canada. 

Lovell’s Table of Routes. 

Lower Canada Jurists. 

Lower Canada Reports. 

Lust and Merriam’s Digest of Decisions under the Interstate Commerce Act. 

Lyon on Capitalization. A Book on Corporation Finance, 


MacBeth on the Rationale of Rates. 
MacMillan and Gutches—Forest Products of Canada. 
MacMurchy and Dennison’s Canadian Railway Act Annotated. 
MacMurchy and Dennison’s Canadian Railway Cases. 
MacMurchy and Dennison’s Railway Law of Canada. 
Macnamara’s Law of Carriers. 
Maine Commissioner of Highways Reports. 
Manitoba Law Reports. 
Manitoba Public Utilities Commission Reports. 
Manitoba Statutes. 
Mann—Massachusetts Railroad and Railway Laws. 
Manual Railway and Signal Association. 
Marriott—The Fixing of Rates and Fares. 
Maryland Bureau of Statistics and Information. 
Massachusetts Public Service Commission Reports, 
Massachusetts Railroad Commissioners’ Reports. 
Masters’ Supreme Court Practice. 
Mathieu—Code Civil de la Province de Québec. 
Mayne on Damages. 
Maxwell on Statutes. 
McDermot on Railways. 
McLean—Georgian Bay Canal. 
MeNicol on American Telegraph Practice. 
McPherson and Clarke’s Law of Mines. 
McPherson on Railroad Freight Rates in’ Relation to the Industry and Commerce of the 
United States. 

McPherson—Transportation in Europe. 
McPherson—The Working of the Railroads. 
Merritt’s Federal Regulation of Railway Rates, 

, Mews’ Digest of English Case Law. 
Meyer’s British State Telegraphs. 
Meyer’s Government Regulation of Railway Rates. 
Meyer on Municipal Ownership in Great Britain 
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Meyer—Public Ownership and the Telephone in Great Britain. 

Meyer’s Railway Legislation in the United States. 

Michigan Railroad Laws. . 

Michigan Commissioner of Railroads Reports. 

Mignault. 

Mills—Our Inland Seas, Their Shipping and Commerce for Three Centuries 
Minnesota Railroad and Warehouse Commission Reports. 

Mississippi Railroad Commissioners’ Reports. 

Missouri Railroad and Warehouse Commissioner’s Reports. 
Moulton—Waterways vs. Railways. 

Montreal] Directory. , 

Montreal Law Reports. Digest by Saint Cyr. 

Montreal Street Railway Company’s Annual Report. 

Moody’s Analyses of Railroad Investments. 

Moody—How to Analyse Railroad Reports. 

Moore on Carriers. * 
Morris—Railroad Administration. 

Mossop’s Railway Operating Statistics. 

Mulvey’s Canadian Company Law. 

Murray’s English Dictionary. 


National Association of Railway Commissioners. Proceedings. Digest of Federal and State 
Court Decisions Interstate Commerce Laws, Interstate Commerce Act as amended. 

Nebraska—Laws Relating to Railroads and other Common Carriers. 

Nebraska State Railway Commission Reports. 

Neilson and Twisaday—International Telegraph Convention of St. Petersburg, and thé: 
International Telegraph Service Regulations, Lisbon Revision, 1908. 

Nellis on Street Railroad Accident Law. 

Nellis on Street Service Railroads. : 

Nelson on The Anatomy of Railroad Reports. 

Nelson—Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Nevada Railroad Commission Reports. 

Nevada Public Service Commission Reports. 

New Brunswick Board of Commissioners of Public Utilities Report. 

New Brunswick Equity Reports. 

New Brunswick Reports. 

New Brunswick Statutes. 

Newcombe—Railway Economics. 

Newcombe’s Work of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

New Jersey Board of Public Utility Commissioners’ Reports. 

New Jersey Board of Railroad Commissioners’ Reports. 

New Hampshire Public Service Commission Reports. ‘ 

New Hampshire Public Service Classification of Accounts for Electric Utilities, 1914. 

New Mexico State Corporation Commission Report. 

New York Public Service Commission Reports, First and Secénd Districts. 

New York Public Service Commission, Second District, Abstracts of Reports of Corporations 
Blectrical, Gas, Telegraph, Telephone, Steam, 1913. 

New York Railroad Commissioners’ Reports. 

Nichol—English Railway and Canal Cases. * 

North Carolina State Tax Commission Report. 

North Dakota Board of Railroad Commissioners’ Report. 

North West Territories Ordinances. 

Nouveau Dictionnaire, Anglais-Frangais et Frangais-Anglais. 

Nova Scatia Judicature Act. 

Nova Scotia Reports. 

Nova Scotia Statutes. 

Noyes’ American Railroad Rates. 

Nutt—Technological Dictionary, French, German, English. 


O’Brien’s Conveyancer. 

Official Postal Guide of Canada. 

Ohio Public Utilities Commission. Uniform Classification of Accounts for electric utilities, 
effective January 1915. 

Oklahoma Corporation Commission. Reports. 

Ontario Digest Case Law. Supplement. eit ; c : 

Ontario Gazetteer and Business Directory. 

Ontario Law Reports. Index of Cases, 1905-1911. 

Ontario Law Reports. Digest of Cases, 1882-1887. 

Ontario Railway Digest. 

Ontario Railway and Municipal Board Reports. 
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: Ontario Reports, 
f Ontario Statutes. 

Oregon Railroad Commission Reports. 
Oregon Railroad Commission. Uniform Classification of Accounts for Electric Utilities, Gas 
; Utilities, and Water Utilities. 
; Ottawa Directory. — 
: Oxley’s Light Railways. 


- Paine on The Law of Bailments. 

Paish on The British Railway Position. 

Parsons on the Heart of the Railroad Problem. 

Parsons’ Railway Companies and Passengers. 

Patterson’s Railway Accident Law. : 

Pease on The Freight Transportation of Trolley Lines. 

Pennsylvania State Railroad Commission Reports. 

é Pennsylvania Public Service Commission Reports. 

: Pierce’s Digest of Decisions under Act to Regulate Commerce. 
Piggott’s Imperial Statutes. - 
Pim—The Railways and the State. ' 

Pollock’s Bill of Lading Exceptions. 

Pond on Public Utilities. 

Poor’s Manual of Railroads. 

Postal Guide of Canada. 

Pratt’s American Railways. 

Pratt’s Canals and Traders. 

Pratt on German vs. English ahaa. 

Pratt—A History of Inland Transport and Communication in England. 
3 Pratt and MacKenzie on Highways. 

% Pratt—Railways and Their Rates. j 
Prentice—Federal Powers over Carriers and Corporations. 

} Prince Edward Island Reports. 

; Prince Edward Island Statutes. 

Proctor—The Drainage Acts, 1908, Ontario, Manitoba, and British Columbia. 


_ +. 


°. ” 

Quebec Law Reports. 

Quebec Official Reports. 

Quebec Public Utilities’ Commission Reports, 
Quebec Statutes. 


Ripley—Railroads. Finance and Organization. 

Railways and Canals Reports. 

Railway Commission Reports. 

Railway Signal Association Manual. 

Railway Signal Association Proceedings. 

Railway Statistics of Canada. 

Railway Statistics of the United States. 

Railways in the United States. 

Ramsay’s Appeal Cases. 

Ramsay and Morin Reports. 

Rapalje’s Digest of American Decisions and Reports. 
Rapalje and Mack’s Digest of Railway Law. 4 

Raper on Railway Transportation. 

Rapports Judiciaires Officiels de Québec. : : 
Ray’s Negligence of Imposed Duties, Passenger Carriers, Freight Carriers. 
Redfield on The Law of Railways. 

Redman’s Arbitration and Awards. 

Redman’s Law of Railway Carriers. 

Reeder—-The Validity of Rate Regulations State and Federal. 
Reese on Ultra Vires. 

Revue de Jurisprudence. 

Revue Légale. 

Revue Trimestrielle Canadienne, 1915. 

Rhode Island Public Utilities Commission Reports. 
Richards—Conservation of Men. 1 
Richardson & Hook—American Street Railway Decisions. 
Richards and Soper on Compensation. 

Ripley—The Railroads and the People. 

Ripley—Railroads, Rates and Regulations. 
Ripley—Railway Problems. 

Robertson on Tramways. 
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Robinson and Joseph’s Law and Equity Digest. 

Roscoe’s Nisi Prius. 

Ross on British Railways. 

Rover on Railroads. 

Royal Commission on ‘Industrial Training and Technical Education, Report of the Com- 
missioners. 

Russell on Arbitration. é 

Russell and Bayley—Indian Railways Act, 1890 

Russell’s Equity Decisions of Nova Scotia. 


Saskatchewan Reports. 

Saskatchewan Statutes. 

Savings and Writing about the Railways. 
Schouler’s Bailments and Carriers. 
Scott—Automatic Block Signals. 

Scott’s Law of Telegraphs. 
Scrutton—Charterparties and Bills of Lading. 
Sea Fisheries of Eastern Canada (Commission‘ of Conservation). 

Sellew—Steel Rails, Their History, Properties, Strength and Manufacture. 

Seton on Decrees. : 

Shaughnessy Before the Interstate Commerce Commission, Long and Short Haul Provisions. 
Shelton—The Lakes-to-the-Gulf Deep Waterway. 

Sirey’s Code Civil. 

Smith’s Organization of Ocean Commerce. 

Snyder’s American Railways as Investments. 

Snyder’s Annotated Interstate Commerce Act and Federal Anti-Trust Laws. 

Sourdat. 

South Carolina Railroad Commission Reports. 

South-Dakota Railroad Commissioner’s Reports. 

Stafford—The Canadian Oyster—Commission of Conservation Report. 

Statistics of Common Carriers. Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Statistics of Telegraph Companies in Canada. 

Statistics of Telephones in the Dominion of Canada, 

Statuts du Canada. : 

Statuts de Québec. , 
Statutes relating to the City of Toronto, 1894. 

Stephens’ Digest of Highway Cases. 

Stephen’s Quebec Digest. 

Sterne—Railways in the United States. 

Steven’s Digest of N.B. Reports. ; 

Stewart’s Index to Dominion and Provincial Statutes. 

Stickney on The Railway Problem. 

Streets’ Foundations of Legal Liability. 

Strombeck—Freight Classification. 

Stroud’s Judicial Dictionary. ; 

Suffern and Son—Railroad Operating Costs. 

Supreme Court Reports. 

Sutherland on Damages. 


Talbot—The Making of a Great Canadian Railway. 

Talbot and Fort’s English Citations. 

Talbot’s Railway Conquest of the World. 

Taschereau—The Criminal Code. 

Tascheau’s Thése du Cas Fortuit. 

Taylor on Evidence. 

Telephone Cases, 

Temiskaming and Northern Ontario Railway Commission Reports, 

Temp. Wood’s Manitoba Reports. 

Territories Law Reports. 

Texas Railroad Commission Reports. 

La Thémis. 

bia ohahy Catalogue of Law Books Published in Canada, Great Britain, France, and United 
ates. 

Theoret’s Code de Pro¢édure Civile, Montreal. 

Thiess and Joy’s Toll Telephone Practice. 

Thompson’s Law of Electricity. 

Thornton’s Railroad Fences and Private Crossings. . 


Viedman’s Municipal Corporations in the United States. 
‘Toronto Directory. 
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United States Supreme Court Reports. Digest. 4 
Union Switch and Signal Company, Swissvale, Pa. Electric Train Staff Catalogue. 


Van Zile—Bailments and Carriers. 

Vaughan’s Index to the Railway Acts of Canada. = 

Vermont Public Service Commission Reports. 

Vermont’s Public Service Laws compiled from the public Statutes and the Acts of the Gen- 
eral Assembly at the Sessions of 1908 and 1910. 

Virginia State Corporation Commission Reports. 


Waghorn—tTraders and Railways. 

Washington Progress and Prosperity. 

Washington State Public Service Commission Reports. 
Webb’s Economics of Railroad Construction. 

Weir’s Assessment Law of Canada. 

Weld’s Private Freight Cars and American Railways. 
Wellington—The Economic Theory of Railways. 
Wellington’s Economical Theory of Railway Location. 
Weyl’s Passenger Traffic of Railways. 

Whitaker’s Almanac. » 

“Thitten’s Valuation of Public Service Corporavions. 
Wigmore on Evidence. 

Wilson—Mechanical Railway Signalling. 
Wilson—Power Railway Signalling. 

Wilson—Safety uf British Railways. 

Wisconsin Railroad Commission Reports. 

Wood’s Railway Law. 

Woodfall’s Railway and Canal Traffic. 
Woodlock—Anatomy of Railroad Reports. 

Words and Phrases Judicially Defined. 

Wright’s Locomotive Dictionary. 

Wyer’s Regulation, Valuation and Depreciation of Public Utilities. 
Wyman on Public Service Corporations. 


Young’s Admiralty Nova Scotia Reports. 
Yukon Territory Ordinances 
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APPENDIX “K”. 
THE BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA. 
RECORD ROOM. 


List of cases appealed to the Supreme Court of Canada, February 1, 1904, to 
March 31, 1915. 


File No. 1£14.—Montreal Terminal Railway v. Montreal Street Railway, Pius 
IX Avenue Crossing. Appeal from Order of Deputy Chief Commissioner and Com- 
missioner Mills on question of jurisdiction. Appeal allowed. 

File No. 1492. James Bay Railway v. Grand Trunk Railway Crossing Belt Line 
spur. Appeal on question of law. Appeal dismissed. 

File No. 383.—Canada Atlantic Railway, Ottawa Electric Railway and city of 
Ottawa, re Bank street subway. Appeal of the Ottawa Electric Railway on question 
of law. Appeal dismissed. 

File No. 588.—Re Toronto Union station. A. R. Williams expropriation. Appeal 
to Supreme Court and then to Privy Council, England, on question of jurisdiction. 
Appeal dismissed. 

File No. 1604.—Case No. 1309.—Robinson v. Grand Trunk Railway, two-cent 
rate. Appeal to the Supreme Court and then to the Privy Council, on question of. 
law. Appeal dismissed. ‘ 

File No. 689.—Canadian Pacific Railway Company v. Grand Trunk Railway 
re branch line, London, Ont., Grand Trunk Railway. Appeal on question of juris- 
diction. Appeal dismissed. 

File No. 1680.—Essex Terminal and W. E. and L. S. railroad crossing, township . 
of Sandwich. Appeal by the Essex Terminal Railway on question of law. Appeal 
dismissed. 

File No. 1497.—T. D. Robinson and Canadian Northern Railway spur at Winni- 
peg. Appeal by the Canadian Northern Railway Company on question of jurisdic- 
tion. Appeal dismissed. 

File No. 9527.—Montreal Street Railway re rates Montreal Royal ward. Appeal 
by the Montreal Street Railway Company on question of jurisdiction. Appeal 
allowed. 

Case No. 4719—Re Agticulture Department, province of Ontario, and Grand 
Trunk Railway Company, station at Vineland. Appeal by the railway company on 
question of jurisdiction. Appeal dismissed. 

Case No, 3322.—Re Toronto viaduct. Appeal by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company on question of law. Appeal dismissed. 

Case No. 4813.—Re fencing and cattleguards. Order No. 7473. Appeal by the 
Canadian Northern Railway Company on question of jurisdiction. Appeal allowed 
in part. 

Case No, 4492.—City of Toronto and Grand Trunk Railway and Canadian Pacifie — 
Railway Companies, re commutation tickets. Stated case to the Supreme Court by 
the city of Toronto on question of law. 

Case No. 3545.—Re city of Ottawa and county of Carleton, Richmond road 
erie Appeal by the county of Carleton on question of jurisdiction. Appeal dis- 
missed. 

File No. 13079.—Grand Trunk Railway and Canadian Northern Ontario Railway 
spur, township of Scarboro. Appeal by the Grand Trunk Railway Company on ques- 
tion of jurisdiction. Appeal dismissed. 
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Case No. 3269.—Grand Trunk Railway and British American Oil Companies, 
oil rates. Appeal by the Grand Trunk Railway Company on question of law. Appeal 


dismissed. 


File No. 1519.—Grand Trunk Pacific Railway and Fort William, re location. 
Appeal by the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway on question of jurisdiction. Appeal dis- 


missed. 


File No. 11965.—Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway and Davy. 
Appeal by the Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway Company on question of 


jurisdiction. Appeal allowed. 


File No. 9527.—Montreal Street Railway re rates, Mount Royal ward. . Appeal 
by the Montreal, Park and Island Railway on question of jurisdiction. 


allowed. 


Appeal 


File No. 10912.—Application of the Canadian - Northern Railway Company to 
cross certain streets in city of Prince Albert, Sask., and Chas. Macdonald. Not yet 


heard. 


File No. ise 0- Clover Bar Coal Company, Limited, and Wm. Humberstone. 
The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company and the Clover Bar Sand and Gravel 


Company. Appeal allowed. 
File No. 16282.—Regina rate case. Appeal dismissed. 


File No. 1487.—Application of E. F. Chambers and W. R. G. Phair in connection 
with Order of the Board No. 544, dated July 13, 1905, re Canadian Pacific Railway 


location, Molson-St. Boniface branch. Leave to appeal granted. 


File No. 17963.—Application of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company for 
leave to appeal from Judgment of the Board in regard to complaint of A. E. Purcell of 
' Saskatoon, Sask. Appeal dismissed with costs, Judgment being confined to the 


particular circumstances at Saskatoon. 


Case No. 3269.—Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for leave 
to appeal from Judgment of the Board on question of law, in regard to the British 


American Oil Company’s case. Appeal dismissed with costs. 


File No. 15330—15330-1—Application of the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific - 


Railway Companies for leave to appeal upon the question of jurisdiction of the Board, 
in regard to Order dated May 16, 1911, re Canadian Oil Company. Appeal dismissed 


with costs. 


File No. 19435.—Application of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company for 
leave to appeal from Order No. 16701 of the Board, dated June 4, 1912, authorizing 
the city of Edmonton to cross with tracks and wires, etc., of its municipality-owned 
electric street railway, the tracks of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company at 


21st street, Edmonton. Appeal dismissed. 


File No. 14329-9——Montreal, Park and Island Railway Company and Montreal 


Tramways Company, for leave to appeal against Order of the Board No. 17082, dated - 


July 20, 1912, allowing the Lachine, Jacques Cartier and Maisonneuve Railway Com- 
pany to expropriate lands of the Montreal, Park and Island Railway Company. Still 


pending. 


File No. 20062.—Application of the British Columbia Electric Railway Company 
from Order of the Board No. 17480, dated October 14, 1912, authorizing the city of 
Vancouver to construct Hastings, Pender, Keefer and Harris streets across the tracks 
of the Vancouver Victoria and Eastern Railway and Navigation Company, in the 


city of Vancouver, B.C. Appeal granted. 
SUMMARY. 


Number of cases in which appeal was dismissed... .. ........ 
Number of cases in which appeal was allowed... ........... 


Number of cases still pending.. . 


Total number of cases appealed... . 


18 
pe 
Saco 

29 
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LIST OF APPEALS TO THE GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL FROM FEBRUARY 
1, 1904 TO MARCH 31, 1915. 


File No. 399.—Bay of Guus railway, crossing Sunnie Pacific Railway Com- 
pany at Tweed, Ont. Appeal to the Governor in Council by the Bay of Quinte 
Railway Company. Order of the Board set aside and former Order of the railway 
committee confirmed. 

File No. 1455.—James Bay Railway v. Grand Trunk Railway Companies, crossing 
near Beaverton. Appeal of the James Bay Railway Company. Appeal dismissed. 

File No. 1780.—Re Chatham Street Crossings, Grand Trunk Railway Company. 
Appeal by the Grand Trunk Railway Company. Appeal dismissed. 

File No. 12992.—Re Maniwaki Branch of Canadian Pacific Railway Company, 
starting of trains from Ottawa. Appeal allowed and Case referred back to Board. ° 

File No. 2030.—fe Tariffs of certain Yukon Railway, (This was not included in 
the report.) : 

File No. 12912.—Park Avenue Subway, town of St. Louis, Montreal, and Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company. Appeal dismissed in part. 

File No. 3452-30.—Application of J. Y. Rochester re Cameron Bay and Grand 
Trunk Pacific Railway Company. Appeal dismissed. 

File No, 17040.—Lambton to Western Spur and Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany. Appeal still pending. 

File No. 17716—Canadian Pacific Railway Company spur (Longue Pointe) 
through town of Maisonneuve, Que. Appeal dismissed. 

File No. 18849—18787.—South Hazelton townsite and Grand Trunk Pacifie Rail- 
way Company. Appeal allowed. ; 

Case No. 3322.—Toronto Viaduct Case. Appeal dismissed. 

File No. 9487-153—12021-70.—Appeal of the Corporation of the city of Toronto 
from two Orders of the Board, dated June 25, 1912, and numbered respectively, 16842 
and 16846 and in the matter of the North Toronto Grade Separation. Yonge street 
subway. Appeal dismissed. 

File No. 19024.—Appeal of Chas. Miller of Toronto, Ont., from the order of the 
board, dated 14th day of May, 1913, in the matter of the application of the Grand 
Trunk Pacific Railway Company for approval of the location of the company’s station . 
at Prince George, B.C. Appeal dismissed. 

File No. 16177.—Appeal of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company from the Order 
of the Board dated 19th day of February, 1913, in the matter of the application of the 
ee ain Lumber Manufacturers’ Association regarding lumber rates. Appeal with- 
arawn 


SUMMARY. 


No. of cases in which appeal was dismissed... .... 
No. of cases in which appeal was allowed. . 
No. of cases still pending. . 


a eee 


Total No. of cases appealed... .. . 


— 
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APPENDIX ‘‘L.” 


List of General Orders and Circulars of the Board for the Year Ending March 31, 1915. 


General Order 


x 


No. Date Subject. 

124 ATi oUt eal 4. wera stsc oie: Draw, or swing, or Bascule bridges over navigable waters. 

125 May 30th. JOU ms. bin «om = Western freight rates. : 

126 Wray 20th, Lona cecen ot atone Fire reports declared privileged. 

127 ulyaGt hella» Ceca cs Marker lights on carbooses. 

128 SUR eAD oe Wa: Noe arene eae Safety appliances, rules and regulations. 

129 Nye AI LOLA octet cl ote Increased special and competitve freight and express tolls, 
and suspensions thereof. 

130 July 28th, 1914.. ..... Tariffs for the exclusive use of drawing rooms or compart 
ments in sleeping and parlor cars. 

131 July 6thy W948 ee. _, |Locomotive defects. > 

132 October 2nd, 1914....... . .|Restoring mixing privileges in connection with car-loads 
of groceries, dried fruit, and liquors from Eastern Canada 
points to Western Canada. 

133 December 19th, 1914........ Suspending proposed cancellation re mixed car-loads of 
groceries, dried fruit, and liquors from Hastern Canada 
points. 

134 January Zoth, 1916. .2....--. Amendment of the standard regulations re tariff for new 
lines opening for traffic. : 

135 March 22nd, 1915............|Rates of freight on news-print paper. 

136 Niarch 2othhOLe oxen sees. Form of “‘ release ” for carriage of household goods. 

137 Maren 26th, 19150. . 4s. ee Amendment to express classification for Canada No. 3. 

‘Circular No. 

133 Wav Obie OLAS ieee winless Re fire reports. 

134 Nay 26th, 191402. 2.0. a. Working time tables. 

135 Aagust 21st, 1914...... _{Increased tolls for exclusive use of drawing rooms or com- 

partments in sleeping and parlor cars. 

136 October dl 7th, Lois eee te Interpretation of section 4 of order No. 12225 (General 
Order No. 65), re conductors for hght engines. 

137 December 2nd, 1914......... Op ration of crossing plants at crossings between steam and 
electric railways. 

138 December 19th, 1914........ Changes in time-tables. 

139 January 13th) 1915... 2..: Changes in train time. : 

140 January 2enG, LOL. os, 2. oan Inspection of locomotive boilers. : 

ie Januaryszotn, 1910-60. 2. Spark arresting devise for use on locomotives burning non- 


| (Sup. No. 1.) 
141 


february 16th, 1915... ..... 


coking coal. : 
Spark arresting device for use on lccomotives burning non- 


coking coal. 


RRS Ska 


GENERAL ORDER No. 124. 


In the matter of the operation by railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the 
board, of draw, or swing, or bascule bridges over navigable waters; and the 
question of regulations governing the operation. (File No. 10291.) 


Upon reading the regulations governing such operation of draw, or swing, bridges 
over navigable waters other than railway bridges, approved by Order in council dated 
the 29th of ‘June, 1910, the submissions on behalf of the Department of Marine and 

‘Fisheries, and the report and recommendation of the chief engineer of the board; 
and in pursuance of the powers conferred upon the board under sections 30 and 282 of 
‘the Railway Act, and of all other powers possessed by it in that behalf— 


- 
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It is ordered that the regulations to govern the operation by railway companies 
within the legislative authority of the Parliament of Canada, of draw, or swing, 0 
bascule bridges over navigable waters, following, be, and they are hereby, approved 
namely : 

1. Every swing or draw bridge over a navigable water shall be marked at night 
by a white light on each side of the navigable channel, by white light on each end of 
the swing protection, and by a lantefn surmounting the swing span showing a red light 
up and down the channel when the passage is closed, and green when the swing is open 

2. In the case of a bascule bridge of any description, it will suffice that a light 
showing green up or down a channel when the leaf or leaves are lifted, and red when 
the bridge is closed, be shown from one side or the other of the opening, or, preferably, 
carried on the end of the leaf. The white lights above deseribed ie a swing bridge 
also to be maintained. 

3. The signal to be given by a steamer to have a swing opened shall be tw 
long followed by two short blasts of the whistle. A 

4. Iivery swing or draw shall, whenever it is desired to have a vessel pass through 
the bridge, be in charge of some competent person present thereat, whose duty it shall 
be, upon being notified by whistle or in any other manner, that a vessel desires to pass 
through the bridge, to open the same as promptly as possible; and no such vessel shall 

pass eee the bridge until the swing or draw is fully open. 
5. Where, as in the case of the Canadian Northern Railway bridge over the Red 

river at Winnipeg and the freight bridge of the same railway over .the Assiniboine 
river at Winnipeg, traffic is so slight that a bridge is required to be opened not more 
than once or twice a year, the lights provided for under clauses 1 and 2 of this order 
are required to be lit at night only when a vessel desires to pass through the swing 
or draw. — 

6. The Fraser River bridge, covered by order of the board No. 18626, dated 
February 6, 1913, and any other bridge covered by special order of the board whose 
terms differ from this order, shall be exempt from the provisions herein. 


(Signed) H. L. DRAYTON, 


Chief Commissioner, 


Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 
Orrawa, Apfil 30, 1914. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 125, 


In the matter of the complaint of the Vancouver Board of Trade alleging discrimina- 
tion in freight rates by the railway companies operating in the province of 
British Columbia; and the consideration of the matter of rates for the carriage 
of freight traffic upon railway lines in Canada west of Port Arthur, Ontario. 
(File No. 18755.) 


Upon the hearing of the matter at various sittings of the board held in the pres 
ence of counsel for, and representatives of, the railway companies affected, the 
Dominion Government, the Governments of the provinces of Saskatchewan, Alberta, 
and British Columbia, the city of Winnipeg and the Winnjpeg Board of Trade, the 
enty of St. Boniface and the St. Boniface Board of Trade, the United Farmers o 
Alberta, the Canadain Manufacturers’ Association, and the Boards of Trade of Mont- 
real, Toronto, Portage la Prairie, Brandon, Regina, Moosejaw, Saskatoon, Prince 
Albert, North Battleford, Edmonton, Medicine Hat, Calgary, Lethbridge, Nelson, 
Vancouver, and Victoria, the evidence adduced, and what was alleged, judgment, dat 
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April 6, 1914, was delivered by the Chief Commissioner and concurred in by the other 
members of the board, a certified copy of the said judgment being attached hereto 
marked “ A.”— 

It is ordered that the terms of the judgment, which is hereby made part of this 
order, and the tariff changes therein directed to be made, be complied with and become 
effective not later than 1st day of September, 1914. ; ~ ? 

And it is further ordered that, for a period of two years from the date of this 
order, no rates at present in effect west of Port Arthur, Ontario, be increased without 
the approval of the board. 


(Signed) D’ARCY SCOTT, - 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 
Orrawa, May 30, 1914. if 


GENERAL ORDER No. 126. 


W:ereas by circular of the Board No. 133, dated May 5, 1914, railway companizs 
subject to the jurisdiction of the board were required to submit monthly, in 
duplicate, reports on fires originating within three hundred feet of the track 
and burning over an area of one hundred square feet or more outside the right 
of way. 


And wheres application has been made on behalf of the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company for a declaration by the board that all reports submitted in accord- 
ance with the said Circular No. 133 be treated as privileged, not open to the 
inspection of’the public generally, nor copies given to applicants therefor. 
(File 4741-F, Part 2.) 


Upon the reading of what is filed in support’ of the application— 

The Board doth order that the report or reports submitted by Railway Companies 
in accordance with the said Circular of the Board No. 133, be, and the same is and 
are, hereby declared to be privileged, and shall only be made public or given out upon 
ipplication therefor by order of the Board. 


(Sed.) D’ARCY SCOTT, 
Assistant Chief Commissioner, 


Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 
Orrawa, May 28, 1914. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 127. 


{n the matter of the putting up and taking down of marker lights on cabooses, and 
Circular No. 130, dated March 11, 1914, submitted to the railway companies 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Board. (File No. 13455.2.) 


Upon the reading of the replies to the said circular filed by the railway companies, 
ind the report of the Chief Operating Officer of the Board, certain of the railway 
‘ompanies consenting to the adoption of the regulations particularly set out in this 
rder regarding the putting up and taking down of marker lights on cabooses ; and in 
ursuance of the powers conferred upon it by Sections 30 and 269 of the Railway Act, 
nd of all other powers possessed by the Board in that behalf— 
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It is ordered that cabooses of all railway companies subject to the jurisdiction 
of the Board be equipped as follows, namely :— : 

1. Where cabooses are equipped with marker sockets in the lower position, markers 
shall be carried in such lower sockets. » 

9. All cabooses hereafter constructed shall be equipped with marker sockets in 
the lower position. 

3. All cabooses now in use not equipped with marker sockets in the lower position, 
shall be so equipped on or before the 1st day of November, 1914. 


\ (Sed.) H. L. DRAYTON, 
Chief Commissioner, 


| Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 
Orrawa, July 6, 1914. : 


GENERAL ORDER No. 128. 


In the matter of the General Order df the Board No. 102, dated February 17, 1913, 
prescribing Rules and Regulations respecting Safety Appliances on trains of 
railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board. (File No. 11654.) 


Upon the report and recommendation of the Chief Operating Officer of the Board, 
and the reading of what is filed on behalf of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company— 

Tr 1s oRDERED that’railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board be, 
and they are hereby, granted an extension of time until the 1st day of July, 1916, with- 
in which to make the following changes, namely: 

(a) To change the location of brakes on all cars to comply with the standard pre 
scribed in the Regulations of the Board, dated February 17, 1913. 

(b) To comply with the standard prescribed in the said regulations in respect 
all brake specifications contained therein. 

(c) To change cars having less than ten inches end ladder clearance within thirty 
inches of the side of the car, to comply with the said regulations. 

(d) To comply with the standard prescribed in the said regulations in respect te 
hand holds, running boards, ladders, sill steps, and brake staffs, except that when a ear i 
shopped for work amounting practically to rebuilding body of car, it must then b 
equipped according to standards prescribed in’ the said regulations. 

AND IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that railway companies subject to the jurisdiction 0! 
the board be not required to make changes to secure additional end ladder clearance ¢ 
cars that have ten or more inches end ladder clearance within thirty inches of side 0! 
ear, or to*make the changes in end ladders, side ladders, hand grips and steps whic 
have been made in accordance with the provisions of section 264 of the Railway Act an 
the General Order of the Board No. 102, or to comply with the regulations of the boar 
aforesaid, until the car is shopped for work amounting to practically rebuilding bod, 
of ear, at which time such changes must be made to comply with the standards pre 
seribed in the said order. 

And it is further ordered that railway companies be not required to change th 
location of hand holes (except end hand holes under end sills), ladders, sill steps, bral 
wheels, and brake staffs, on freight train cars where the appliances are within thre 
inches of the required location, except that when cars undergo regular repairs the 
must then be made to comply with the standards prescribed in the said regulations. 


(Sed.) H. L. DRAYTON, 


Chief Commissioner. 
Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 


Ortrawa, July 20, 1914. 
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In the matter of increased special and competitive freight and express tolls, and sus- 
pensions thereof. (File No. 24318.) 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon the board by sections 26 and 348 of 


_ the Railway Act, and of all other powers possessed by it in that behalf: 


Upon the recommendation of the Chief Traffic Officer of the board— 

It is ordered as follows, namely: 

1. No toll contained in any special or competitive freight or express tariff referred 
to in subsections 3 and 4 of section 326, and subsection 2 of section 348 of the Railway 
Act, shall be advanced until it has been in force for at least thirty days: 

Provided that when a special or competitive freight or express tariff contains a 
notice that any reduced toll shown therein will expire upon a given date, which date 
shall not be less than thirty days from the date upon which the said. reduced toll 
becomes effective, the said notice shall be considered to comply with subsection 3 of 
section 328 of the Railway Act, as amended by section 11, 1-2 George V, chapter 22. 

2. Except of its own motion, or on special grounds advanced, the board will not 
ordinarily suspend, or postpone the effective date, of any tariff, or any supplement to a 
tariff, or any particular rate, or rule, or regulation of the carriers subject to its jurisdic- 
tion, which directly, or in effect, increases the charge to be paid for the same similar 
service, unless an application for suspension, or postponement, is received by the board 
at least fourteen days before the date when the charge complained against is published 
to become effective; such application to give the “C.R.C.” number of the schedule, and 
the items thereof complained against. 


(Signed) D’ARCY SCOTT, 
Assistant Chief Commissioner, 


Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 
OrTrawa, July 22, 1914. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 180. 


In the matter of the tariffs filed by certain railway companies, requiring additional 


railway tickets for the exclusive use of drawing rooms or compartments in 
sleeping and parlour cars; and the Order of the Board No. 21413, dated 
February 27, 1914, suspending the said tariffs pending investigation by the 
Board. (File No. 9451.) : 


Upon the hearing of the matter at the sittings of the Board held in Ottawa, 
March 17, 1914, in the presence of Counsel for the Canadian Pacific, Grand Trunk, 
Ottawa and New York, and Canadian Northern Railway Companies and the Michigan 
Central Railroad Company, and what was alleged— ; 

It is ordered that the following schedules, in so far as their purpose is to increase 
the tolls previously charged for the said accommodations locally between points bot} 
of which are in Canada, be, and they are hereby, disallowed, namely: 

Boston and Maine Railroad Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. 233. 

Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. E-2410. 

Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. W-1592. 

Central Vermont Railway Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. 378. 

Grand Trunk Railway Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. E-1989. 

Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. 317. 

Great Northern Railway Company’s Supplement No. 9 to Tariff O.R.C. No. S-3. 
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Main Central Railroad Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. 158. 

Michigan Central Railroad Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. 1895. 

Rutland Railroad Company’s Tariff, C.R.C., No. 525. 

New York Central and Hudson River Railroad Company’s Tariff, C.R.C, 
No. 820. 

Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. 935. 

Wabash Railroad Company’s Tariff, C.R.C. No. 818 and Supplement No. 1 
thereto. 


And it is further ordered that, on the receipt of this Order, the said companies 
forthwith and by lawful notice publish and file schedules giving effect thereto. 


(Sgd.) D’ARCY SCOTT, 
Assistant Chief Commissioner, 
Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada 
Orrawa, July 28, 1914. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 181. 


In the matter of locomotive defects, and Circular No. 127, dated February 24, 1914, 
submitted by direction of the board to railway companies under its jurisdiction 
for their consideration and report. t 


(File No. 21351.) 

Upon the reading of the replies to the said circular, filed by the railway companies, 
and the reports of the operating officers of the board, the railway companies, after 
various meetings and discussions, consenting to the adoption of the regulations 
particularly set out in this order regarding locomotive defects; and in pursuance of 
the powers conferred upon it by sections 30 and 269 of the Railway Act, and of all 
other powers possessed by the board in that behalf— 

Tt is ordered that the locomotive engines of railway companies subject to the 
jurisdiction of the board be not allowed to leave terminals, or to be used at terminals 
in traffic service, on which any of the following defects exist, namely :— 

1. Steam leaks.—Steam leaks from any part of the locomotive which render it 
impossible for engineer to see signals in sufficient time to enable him to bring his 
train to a stop within the required distance. 

2. Air brakes.—Air brakes on locomotives or tenders not in serviceable condition. 

3. Wheel defects—Locomotives with steel or steel-tired leading engine truck 
wheels, leading or trailing driving wheels, or tender wheels with flanges worn Yeo 
below M.C.B. wheel defect gauge for cars of less than 80,000 pounds capacity. 

Locomotives with cast-iron engine truck wheels and cast-iron wheels und 
tender weighing over 130,000 pounds, with flanges worn %46 below M.C.B. defect gaug 
for cars of 80,000 pounds capacity, or over. 

Locomotives with cast-iron wheels under tender weighing 130,000 pounds, 
less, with flanges worn %6 below M.C.B. defect gauge for cars of less than. 80,006 
pounds capacity. 

Locomotives with truck or tender wheels having shelled out or flat spots over 
inches long, or so numerous as to endanger the safety of the wheel. 

Steel tires on locomotives worn hollow % inch in depth, or which are worn belo 
safe limit of thickness. Railway companies to file with the board their standard limi 
of thickness of tires on all classes of locomotives, for approval. 

Flat or shelled out spots on locomotive driving wheels 3 inches long. 
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4. Springs—Locomotives with defective springs on any part of locomotive or 
tender which are unable to carry their respective weights when locomotive is standing. 

And it is further ordered that the said railway companies be, and they are hereby 
required, on or before the first day of January, 1915, to equip their locomotives with 
double windows in the front of the cabs during the winter season, November 1 to 
April 30; the same to be made air-tight. 


DARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner, 


Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 
Orrawa, July 6, 1914. 


/ 


GENERAL ORDER No. 182. 


In the matter of the complaints of the Montreal, Toronto, Hamilton and Edmonton 
Boards of Trade, the Shippers’ Section of the Winnipeg Board of Trade, the 
Ontario Wholesale Grocers’ Guild, the Britigh Columbia Wholesale Grocers’ 
Exchange, the Retail Merchants’ Association of Canada (Saskatchewan 
Provincial Board), the Wholesale Grocers of Regina, the Dominion Wholesale 
Grocers’ Guild, and Balfour, Smye & Company, against the cancellation of 
mixing provileges in connection with carloads of groceries, dried fruit, and 
liquors from Eastern Canada points to points in Western Canada. (File No. 
18755 -21.) 

Upon the hearing of the matter at the sittings of the board held in Montreal, 
September 24, 1914, in the presence of counsel for the Canadian Northern, Grand ’ 
Trunk, Grand Trunk Pacific, and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies, the Montreal 
and Toronto Boards of Trade, the Montreal Liquor Association, Balfour, Smye & 
Company, Eby, Blain & Company, the Wholesale Grocers’ Guild, and Law, Young & 
Company being represented at the hearing, and what was alleged :— 

It is ordered that the railway companies which, immediately before September 
1, 1914, had in effect by tariffs filed with the board arrangements whereby mixed car- 
loads of groceries, classifying fifth class in straight carloads, and dried fruits classi- 
fying 4th class in straight carloads, also foreign and domestic liquors in mixed ear- 
loads, were carried in each case at the carload rates applicable to each commodity 
respectively to destinations west of and including Port Arthur, Ont., publish and file 
tariffs restoring the said arrangements and making them effective from and including 
September 1, 1914, until otherwise ordered by the board, the said arrangements having 
been abolished by tariffs published and filed by the following railway and railroad 
companies, and numbered as follows, namely: 

Algoma Central, C.R.C. 251. 

Boston and Maine, O.R.C. 1532, 1533, 1537, and 1542. 

Canadian Northern, C.R.C. W. 794, W. 789, W. 812, W. 813, and E. 485. 

Canadian Pacific, O.B.C. W. 1953, W. 1959, W. 1973, W. 1979, E. 2843, E. 2844, 


and EK. 2845. 


Central Vermont, C.R.C. 962, 964, 965, and 968. 

Chatham, Wallaceburg and Lake Erie, C.R.C. 331, 332, 334, and Supplement 1 
to 324. 

Dominion Atlantic, O.R.C. 421, 422, and 424. 

Essex Terminal, C.R.O. 236, 238, 239, and 241. 

Grand Trunk, C.R.C. E. 2958, E. 2959, and E. 29 

Grand Trunk Pacific, C.R.C. 23, 24, 36, and 41. 


20e—29 


The 
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Great Northern, C.R.C. 1049, 1064, 1066, Supplement 13 to 925, and Supplement 
3-A to 1019. 

Hull Electric, C.R.C. 32 and 33. 

Michigan Central, C.R.C. 2246, 2247, 2249, and Supplement 2 to 2200. 

Midland of Manitoba, C.R.C. 44 and 47. 

New York Central and Hudson River, O.R.C. 3179, 3180, 3183, and 3190. 

Ottawa and New York, C.R.C. 1028, 1031, 1033, and 1036. 

Pere Marquette, O.R.C. 1789, 1790, 1792, Supplement 8 to 1445, Supplement 6 
to 1475, and Supplement 14 to 1041. 

Quebec, Montreal and Southern, C.R.C. 503, 504, 506, and 510. 

Quebee Railway, Light and Power, C.R.C. “78. and 74. 

Schomberg and’ Aurora, O.R.C. 87, 88, and 92. 

Thousand Islands, C.R.C. 250, 251, and 254. 

Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo, C.R.C. 972, 978, and 976. 

Wabash, C.R.C. 806, 807, and 809. 

Windsor, Essex and Lake Shore Rapid, C.R.C. 143, 144, 146, and 147. 


(Sgd.) D’ARCY SCOTT, 
Assistant Chief Commissioner, 


Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 
Orrawa, October 2, 1914. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 133. 


‘ 


In the matter of the proposed cancellation on the 1st day of January, 1915, of the 
arrangements whereby mixed carloads of foreign and native liquors, and mixed 
carloads of groceries, classified 5th class in straight carloads, and dried fruits, 
classified 4th class in straight carloads, are carried at their respective carload 
rates between points west of and including Port Arthur, and thereto from 
eastern shipping points. (File No. 18755.21.) 


Upon hearing the matter at the sittings of the board held in Toronto, December 
12, 1914, the Toronto Board of Trade, the Montreal Board of Trade, the Hamilton 
Board of Trade, and other parties interested being represented at the hearing, and 
what was alleged; and upon reading the submissions filed :— 

It is ordered that the proposed cancellation of the said arrangements be, and it 
is hereby, suspended until further order of the board. 


(Sed) H.-L. DRAYTON; 
. Chief Commissioner, 


Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 
Orraw.:, December 19, 1914. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 134. 


In the matter of the amendment of the standard regulation of the board as to the 
opening of new lines, so as to provide. that, in addition to filing the Standard 
Mileage Tariff applicable to traffic on the portion of the railway to be opened, the 
appropriate special tariffs also be filed. (File No. 25343.) 


Upon hearing the matter at the sittings of the board held in Ottawa, January 5, 
1915, the Canadian Pacific, the Grand Trunk, the Canadian Northern, and the Grand 
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Trunk Pacific Railway Companies being represented by counsel at the hearing, and 
what was alleged j 

It is ordered that railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board making 
application to open for traffic under section 261 of the Railway Act (as distinct from’ 
obtaining, under subsection 7, as amended, of the aforesaid section, leave to carry traffic 
where, because of the needs of settlers or other urgent condition, public convenience 
will be served thereby) be, and they are hereby, required, before opening for the 
carriage of traffic any extensions of their existing railway systems west of lake Superior, 
to publish and file the appropriate supplementary special class or “town” tariffs, 
mileage commodity tariffs, and special tariffs on grain to the lake Superior terminals, 
and on lumber from British Columbia, as these may be applicable to the territories to 
be served by the said new lines, in addition to the standard mileage tariffs therefor. 


(Signed) H. L. DRAYTON, 
Chief Commissioner, 


Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 
Orrawa, January 25, 1915. 


GENERAL ORDER No. 135. 


In the matter of the complaint of the Middle West Federated Boards of Trade, on 
behalf of the Sun Publishing Company of Brandon, Manitoba, complaining that 
the rates charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on newsprint paper 
from Ottawa and other eastern shipping points to Brandon, as compared with 
the rates charged to Winnipeg, unjustly discriminate in favour of Winnipeg and 
against Brandon. (File No. 24602.) 

Upon hearing the application at the sittings of the board held in Brandon on the 
25th day of June, 1914, the applicants and the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
being represented at the hearing, and what was alleged; and upon reading the report 
of the Chief Traffic Officer of the board— 

It is ordered as follows, namely: 

1. That the through rates of freight on newsprint paper, in carloads of 40,000 
pounds minimum weight, from the points of shipment thereof, by the all-rail route, to 
the Canadian points of consumption west of Fort William, be made by the addition to 
the fifth-class published tariff rates from Port Arthur and Fort William of the follow- 
ing special arbitraries for the purposes of this order, namely: 


From Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario... .. .. 15 cents per 100 pounds. 
POMS panolatOutariG si. wsuisue yey Lente tena Mt Ke 
From Sturgeon Falls, Ontario... ...... 15 US eS 
pan NMerritton, Ontario «os oxidation aod “ o 
emona., OTtA Waly OU FATIOs i, » view ex clerics ee SS mith 
ror Pl. Quebec. tin, sr, cog meas 1 Renee iy th 
From Windsor Mills, Quebec... .. .. .. 25 % - 
From Shawinigan Falls, Quebec... .. .. 25 a Ss 
From Grand Mere, Quebec.. .. ....... 25 f 66 


2. That other points of shipment of newsprint paper east of Sault Ste. Marie Cf 
any) be added to those named above at through rates appropriate to these herein 


prescribed. ; 
3. That the said through rates be published and filed to take effect not later than 


the 15th day of April, 1915. 
(Signed) H. Li DRAYTON; 


Chief Commissioner, 
Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 
Orrawa, March 22, 1915. 
20ce—294 
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In the matter of the application of the Canadian Freight Association on behalf of: 
railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the Board, under Section 340 
of the Railway Act, for an Order approving a new form of “Release” in 
connection with the carriage of household goods, on file with the Board under 
file No. 23507. 


Jpon reading what is filed in support of the application, and the report of the 
Chief Traftic Officer of the Board— 

It is Ordered as follows, namely :— 

1. That the said form of “Release,” being a form of special contract limiting the 
liability of the carrier in respect of the carriage of the undermentioned traffic, on file 
with the Board under the said file No. 23507, be, and it is hereby, approved as amended 
by the Board; the said form being in the terms following, namely :— 


“SPECIAL CONTRACT. 


....--hailway Company. 


epee 
\ 


LIMITATION OF RESPONSIBILITY IN CONNECTION WITH THE 
CARRIAGE OF HOUSEHOLD GOODS, FURNITURE AND SETTLERS’ 
EFFECTS (ALL SECOND-HAND). 


Consignee and Destination. Description of Articles. 


In consideration of Wide te. 2) Set Pes Sh eae Company 


and its connecting carriers receiving the above mentioned property for carriage from 
Js. «Station, consigned t0.a/. te ey 
Esc. veal ecece avert ddd guavanseivensst. ed -Station, «a4 tas JOWenR rater tneesy Deane 


Company and its connecting carriers might otherwise lawfully charge and be liable 
for injury to or loss of the said goods and property, or any of it, the said lower and 
the higher rates being as provided for in the Canadian Freight Classification, o1 
current special tariffs, I do hereby undertake that no claim in respect of injury to, or 
loss of the said property, or any of it, will be made against the said company and its 
connections, or any of them, exceeding the amount of ten dollars ($10.00) for any one 
of the packages and its contents, or any one article not enclosed in a package, whether 
such injury or loss is occasioned by the negligence of the said company, its connec- 
tions, or any of them, or its or their servants or agents, or any of them, or otherwise 
howsoever. 


Shipper.” 

9. That all railway companies under the jurisdiction of the Board be, and they 
are hereby, directed to discontinue the use of their present forms’ of “ Release” 
limiting their liability with respect to the carriage of the property referred to in 
Section No. 1, of this Order, and to substitute therefor the form herein prescribe 


until otherwise ordered by the Board. 
®, 
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3. That the Canadian Freight Classification, also, if necessary, any special tariffs 
affected by these provisions, be amended so as to conform to this Order. 


; (Sed.) H. L. DRAYTON, 
Chief Commissioner, 
Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 
Ottawa, March 25, 1915. ; 


GENERAL ORDER No. 137. 


‘In the matter of the application of the Express Traffic Association of Canada, on 
behalf of the express companies subject to the jurisdiction of the Board, for 
approval of a proposed amendment to the Express Classification for Canada, 
No. 3, providing a rating for storage batteries charged with acid, and conditions 
of carriage thereof, the acceptance by the express companies of such batteries 
being prohibited by the present classification; and on the application of Death 
& Watson, Limited, of Toronto. (File No, 4397-19.) 


Upon reading what is filed in support of the application, and the report and 
recommendation of the Chief Traffic Officer of the Board— 

It is ordered that the proposed amendment to the said Express Classification for 
Canada No. 3, as follows, namely :— 


“ Batteries, storage, to be charged at ‘Merchandise’ rates. 

Tf empty, the batteries must be boxed or erated. 

If charged with acid, the batteries must be placed in a strong wooden box 
and surrounded and,covered by excelsior or other porous material that will not 
be attacked chemically by the liquid, and in quantity sufficient to absorb and 
hold all of the liquid contained therein. 

Batteries must be packed with filling holes up. 


The outside box should be so constructed, with projecting sides and ends with 
gable top, that it cannot be placed in any other than an upright position, and cannot 
be stood on side, end, or top. 

On the outside container must be placed a white label, reading :—- 


NOTICE. 
Handle carefully. 
ACID. 
Do not load with inflammables 
protected by yellow labels. 
Shipper’s name.” 
be, and it is hereby, approved. 


(Sed) H. L. DRAYTON, 


Chief Commissioner, 
Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 
Orrawa, March 26, 1915. 
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CIRCULAR No. 138. 


Ortawa, May 5, 1914. 
File 4741-F, Part 2, Re Fire Reports. 


I am directed to advise you that in view of the replies received to Circular No. 132, 
the Board has decided to request railway companies to submit monthly, in duplicate, 
reports on fires originating within three hundred feet of the track and burning over 
an area of 100 square feet or more outside the right of way. It is understood that the 
submission of such reports shall be limited to lines or portions of lines to be broadly 
classified as running through forest sections. The information to be furnished as to 
each such fire is as follows: 


Date Subdivision Mileage 
Time discovered by whom 

Means taken to extinguish 

How far from track did fire start 

In what did fire start (as grass, old stump, old log, etc.) 

Probable cause of fire 


Area burned over: Grass or cultivated land..............--.e+++e+-++ -ACTES. 
Younz: forest: growthrcce vs oh sie Pah eee eee 
LAm bev caata Sie cy Nas dt)d swe Ona 
Slashing or old con af Pateweatnal co ise Saeras, 
Total area burhedicic.: soc dooce eee el eee acres. 


Character and amount of other property destroyed. . 

The prompt submission of reports in accordance with aE esi is A rasesiad: 
Such reports should be submitted direct to the Chief Fire Inspector of the Board at 
Ottawa, or to such local officers of the Board as may be specified by the Chief Fire 
Inspector. The question as to the lines or portions of lines to be covered by these 
reports will be determined by the Chief Fire Inspector, who will communicate directly 
with the railway companies regarding this matter. 


Yours truly 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary B.R.C 


CIRCULAR No. 184. 
Ottawa, May 26, 1914. 


- 


File No. 7179. Working Time Tables. 


I am directed to call attention of the railway companies subject to the board’s 
jurisdiction to the necessity of filing with the commission working time tables, and to 
ask that your company arrange to send to the board’s chief operating officer three 
ay of each working time table or supplement thereto at the time of its going into 
etfect. 

By order of the board, 

A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary, B.R.C. 


2 ip 


Fas 


SES SE SS ST ae 
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CIRCULAR No. 135. 


1 


OrTtawa, August. 21, 1914. 


File No. 9451. Increased Tolls for exclusive use of Drawing Rooms or Compartments 
in Sleeping and Parlour Cars. 


General Order of the Board No. 130, dated the 28th day of July, 1914, disallowed 
increased tolls for the exclusive use of drawing rooms or compartments in sleeping 
and parlour cars, locally between points both of which are in Canada. 

The railway companies are required to show cause in writing on or before the 
Tth day of September, 1914, why the same action should not be taken as to the 
Canadian portion on international movements. ‘ 

By order of the board, 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 136. 


Orrawa, October 17, 1914. 


File No. 1750.10. Interpretation of Section 4 of Order No. 12225 (General Order 
No. 65), re Conductors for Light Engines. 


The attention of the board having been called to different interpretations put 


upon section 4 of Order No. 12225 (General Order 65), it is ruled :— 


That in the case of the movement of a light engine, or two or more light engines 


coupled, for a distance greater than twenty-five miles, when the movement is either 
on a single track or against the current of traffic on a double track, the word 
“ conductor” as used in section 4 of Order 12225 (General Order No. 65), shall mean 
cne regularly appointed for service as a conductor and possessed: of the qualifications 
set out under subsection “b” of section 6 of the aforesaid order. 


By order of the board, 
A. D; CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 137, 


Ortawa, December 2, 1914. 


File 25177, Operation of Crossing Plants at Crossings between Steam and Electric 
Railways. 


At the sittings of the board to be held in the City Hall, Toronto, Ontario, on Friday, 


December 11, 1914, commencing at ten o'clock in the forenoon, railway companies 
subject to the jurisdiction of the board will be required to speak to the question as to 
why in the case of a steam railway crossing an electric railway, where there is a heavy 
movement by the electric railway and only an infrequent movement by the steam 
railway, the employees on the train of the steam railway should not operate the plant 
when desiring to make a crossing, leaving it normally clear for the electric railway. 


By order of the board. . 
A. TD. “CAR Aner 


Secretary, BRC. 
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Ortawa, December 19, 1914. 
File 24942. Changes in Time-tables. 


At the sittings of the board to be held in the Central Station Building, Ottawa,. 
Ontario, on Tuesday, January 5, 1915, commencing at ten o’clock in the forenoon, 
railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board will be required to speak 
to the question of having publie time-tables printed and distributed for the public 
notice ten days before the same take effect, and to furnish the board with copies of 
working time-tables, or notices of cancellation of trains seven days prior to effective 
date. yh 

By order of the board. 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 139. 


Ortrawa, January 13, 1915. 
File 24942. Changes in Train Time. 
To all Railway Companies subject to the jurisdiction of the Board 


At a conference of the representatives of the railway companies and the chief 
operating officer of the board in Ottawa, on Tuesday, January 5, 1915, the following 
regulations were discussed and decided upon :— 

In addition to the announcements made and the advertising now done by the rail- 
way companies subject to the jurisdiction of the board, the said companies shall in the 
future post at all ticket offices, stations, and other public places, ten days prior to any 
change in its passenger train service, a notice reading :— 

“Change of time will be made. . . . . . For particulars apply to 
ticket agent.” 


(Signed by) Officer in charge. 


Coincident with the posting of this notice, a circular addressed to agents and 
others concerned, giving a skeleton outline of the changes, shall be placed in the 
hands of all agents, and by them the information shall be given to the public. 

Further, all the said companies shall send to the office of the ‘chief operating 
officer of the board, in Ottawa, and also to the superintendent of Railway Mail Service 
for the district, seven days before the change takes effect, a copy of the notice with- 
drawing any train, or a working time-table complete, or the last proof thereof. 

By order of the board. 


Secretary, B.R.C. 
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Orrawa, January 22, 1915. 
File 16513. Inspection of Locomotive Boilers. 


To provide a proper service period between hydrostatic tests, removal of caps 
from Hexible stay-bolts and removal of flues for locomotives which are stored for an 
extended period, the time for performing such work on locomotives which are stored 
in good condition for one or more full calendar months may be extended without filing 
application as follows: ; 

Hydrostatic tests will be due after twelve months’ service, provided such service 
is performed within 24 consecutive months. 

Removal of caps from flexible staybolts will be due after 18 months’ service, pro- 
vided such service is performed within thirty consecutive months. 
| Removal of flues will be due after three years’ service, provided such service is 

erformed within four consecutive years. 

Time out of service must be properly covered by out of service reports and nota- 
tn showing the months out of service on account of which the extension is claimed 
tade on the back of inspection reports and cab cards. ‘ 

No extension of time as provided above will be allowed for portions of a month. 

If the locomotive is out of service when any of the above work is due, it need not 
beperformed until just prior to the time the locomotive is returned to service. 

\By order of the board. 

\ A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary, B.R.C. 


CIRCULAR No. 141. 


Ortrawa, January 25, 1915. 
File \41-B, Spark Arresting Device for use on Locomotives burning Non-coking Coal. 

Tring the past two years, numerous complaints have been received by the board as 
to firdanger resulting from the use as locomotive fuel of certain classes of western 
coals. \ careful investigation of this situation by the board’s officers reveals the fact 
that edssive sparking results from the use of such coals, and that, even when kept in 
perfectrder, the spark-arresting devices prescribed in Regulation 2 of General Order 
No. 10,re inadequate to reduce within reasonable limits the number of live sparks 
thrown bm the stack. The existence of this situation has already been recognized by 
some Ofhe western railways, which have voluntarily discontinued the use of such 
coals as \omotive fuel during the fire season. 

It abars from analyses made by the Mines Branch that the coals in question are 
not ligni| but that in each case where such trouble has occurred the coal has poor 
coking Plerties, or is non-coking, while the use of coals which exhibit good coking 
propertieSsult in only a normal amount of sparking. 

The bq does not desire to hamper in any way the legitimate development of any 
phase of t\jmportant-industry of coal mining. It is, however, considered essential 
that some $s be taken to reduce to normal proportions the fire hazard resulting from 
the use of th coals as are above described. To meet this situation, the board has 
under conspation the advisability of amending Regulation 2 of General Order 
No. 107 by ‘ing thereto the following :— 

((here shall be such special spark-arresting device, other than the above, 
as ing approved by the board, on every engine burning coal which has poor 


coking\jperties or is non-coking, the use of which, as locomotive fuel, is not 
prohibi\ hy Regulation 7 of this order. 
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All parties interested are requested to submit their comments to the board, in 
writing, not later than February 20, 1915. If an order dealing with this matter is 
issued, it is expected that such order will be made effective on and after April 1, 1915. 
In such event, arrangements will be made by the board, upon application by any railway 
company concerned, for the prompt testing jointly with the company of any spark- 
arresting device which it is claimed will meet the above conditions. 


By order of the board, 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. 


SUPPLEMENT No. 1 TO CIRCULAR No. 141. 


Orrawa, February 16, 1915. 
File 4741-B, Spark Arresting Device for use on Locomotives burning Non-coking Cdl. 


Referring to Circular No. 141 of January 25, 1915. Owing to several requsts 
made by parties interested that the date set for the submission of comments to he 
board be extended, I am directed to advise you that the board has decided to extenche 
date set in Circular No. 141 to March 16, 1915. 


By order of the board, 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.. 
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INDEX TO APPENDIX “C” BEING SOME OF THE PRINCIPAL. 
JUDGMENTS ISSUED BY THE BOsaRD. 


Approaches to farm crossing on farm of Mr. Colwill... 

Ashbridge Bey, spur, Toronto, G.T.R. F 

Bilton, W. &., complaint re charges on car of coal from Ogdensburg, N.Y, “to "Newboro’, 
Ont., via ferry at Prescott. 

Boland, Ww. J., application to compel Gr and. Trunk "Railway ‘Company to extend Fairbanks- 
Morse Canadian ee siding, Toronto, to certain property rented for factory 
purposes. SOV PERL Ae Ol Rete nae cones es 

Brampton Milling Company’ s switching complaint. 

Brownlee, D. A., et al., complaint re coal rates. 

Buckworth, A. B., inquiry whether board has jurisdiction ‘over rates charged by construc- 
tion department. Said btsaaeeigiat gies: herent inser 

Calgary, Alta., application for ‘Canadian Pacific Railway spur. 

Calgary—yre interchange tracks between Grand Trunk Pacific. Railway and "Canadian, 
Pacific Railway.. 

Calgary, Alta., application to “compel Canadian Nor ‘thern Railway to carry out. ager eement 
re street crossings. 2 

Campbellford, Lake Ontario and. Western Railway application to ‘take. certain lands in 
Bowmanville, Ont., for freight yard. ‘ sis 

Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway business" spur, ‘Trenton, Ont. A 

ve a Ss Lake Ontario and Western Railway location and construction in Belleville, 

nt 5 

Campbellford, Lake Ontario ‘and Western Railway Company s 5 application ‘to revise ‘Jocation 
of commercial siding at Trenton, Ont. 

Canadian Northern Western Railway application - to cross. Canadian Pacific - Railway, 
Medicine Hat, Alta. Tek 

Canadian Northern Railway application to remove ‘donnection “petween ‘Canadian Pacific 
Railway and Winnipeg Joint Terminal tracks at Higgins avenue, Winnipeg, Man. 

an Northern Ontario Railway application for approval location through town of 
North Bay,.Ont.,.. 2. 

Canadian Northern Quebec Railway application ‘to construct ‘sidings across Stadacona ‘and 
Marlborough streets, Montreal, Que. 6 

Canadian Northern Ontario Railway application ‘to ‘cross ‘Monkland ‘Boulevard, Cartier- 
ville, Que. 

Canadian Northern Railway train service “from Trenton to Kinmount ‘Junction, “complaints 
AS-tOns Ys 

_ Canadian China Clay ‘Company v. "Canadian ‘Northern Railway Company, et al, re rates 
on clay.. 

Canadian Pacific Railway ‘application. to lower grade ‘of portion of. Maple street, Win- 
nipeg, Man. 

Canadian Pacific Railway application to alter ‘spur of city ‘of Winnipes on "Rachel street. 

Canadian Pacific Railway application to carry two additional tracks across Greene avenue, 
Westmount, Que... .. 

Central Convention of Farmers Institutes ‘of British Columbia ‘application for privilege of 
shipping mixed cars of flour and feed in sacks, etc., at carload rates. 

Coldwater, Ont., re interchange tracks between Canadian Pacific Railway and ‘Grand 
Trunk Railway. - 

Consumers’ Gas Company of “Tor onto v. Canadian Pacific "Railway, re “coke. rates. 

Coquitlam, B.C., location of Canadian Pacific Railway station. 

Courtney, B.C., ‘application to direct Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway to permit ‘Govern- 
ment to make road from freight shed to Lake Trail.. . 

Cowichan Ratepayers’ Association, complaint re culvert on line ‘of squimalt and Nanaimo 


Railway (C.P.R.). 2 
Cowichan Ratepayers’ ‘Association, ‘complaint against “rates” charged | on grain: and mill 


feeds. 
Cumberland, *B. C., Board of Trade "application "for ‘interchange ‘tracks between Canadian 
Collieries Limited, and Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway at Royston. A hea mle 
Denholm Drainage under Guelph and Goderich Railway. 
Eastern Townships Brick Manufacturing Company’s complaint re ‘interswitching. . 
Edmonton City Dairy, application to direct Dominion Express Company to pay refund 
under Rule. 3, CRC. 41389... . HERA clan nonaly Series cas 
Edmonton, Dunvegan and Br itish ‘Columbia Railway re , rates on. 
Entwistle, Alta., re location Grand Trunk Pacific station. 
Erie and Ontario Railway crossing over right of way of Niagara, St. Catharines ‘and 


Toronto Railway. F 
Esquimalt Municipality ‘application for ‘station facilities on Esquimalt ‘and Nanaimo Rail- 


way at Admirals Road. 
Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway ‘Gompany ‘application | to. remove ‘station agent ‘from 


Cowichan, B.C.. 
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ia 


460 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


6 GEORGE V, A. 


Essex Terminal Railway Company application glo tcae to removal as participating carrier 
in tariffs applicable to international traffic. 

Essex Terminal Railway Company application “to. construct ‘pranch line to and along 
Russell street, Sandwich, Ont.. .. . 

Farm crossings on Canadian Pacific Railway near "Foster "tation, " Que., ‘application to - 
reopen. 

Fernie-Fort ‘Steele. Br ewing Company, complaint re heated car service “gupplied by ‘Can- 
adian Pacific Railway Company... . oe eee 

Fergus, Ont., complaint against Grand Trunk eat Company " switching rate. Sen liers 

Fonthill Gravel Company y. Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway Company, and 
Grand Trunk Railway Company re rates on moulding sand. 

Fortin, Mr. Justice; complaint re cancellation by Canadian Pacific Railway of 8 "o'clock 
train from St. Jerome to Montrenl, Que.. .. 

Fort William complaint re Canadian Pacific "Railway ‘Company taking up "street "railway 
tracks where crossed by spur to Starch Works. 

Fort William, Oe complaint re condition of Grand Trunk Pacific Railway on Empire 
avenue. nici 

Fort William, Ont., proposed location. of Canadian Northern Railway station. 

Fort William, Ont., application for Canadian Pacific Railway spur to industries. 

Fort William Board of Trade application to direct Canadian Pacific Railway Company to 
provide local freight sheds at Fort William separate from wharf sheds. ; 

Fort William Board of Trade application for reduction in rates for shipments westward 
originating at Fort William. 

Fort William Board of Trade complaint against switching charges. " 

Fort William Board of Trade application re cartage service at Fort “William. 

Fredericton, N.B., application to remedy rates to and from; also Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way Company's application for a rehearing in connection with as ety of July 18, 
1914. aah 

Gillies Br Os, et al, “application for interchange track aeeser Canadian Pacific Railway 
and Grand Trunk Railway at Arnprior, Ont.. .. .. 

Grand Trunk Railway—Ashbridge Bay spur, Toronto. ; 

Grand Trunk Railway v. Hamilton Radial Electric Railway re Sawherchenage ‘at ‘Burlington, 
Ont. 

Grand Tr unk Railway Company ; application to replace Hamilton ‘and ‘Toronto “Sewer. Pipe 
and Fowler Canadian Company siding. 

Grand Trunk Railway dock siding encroachment on "Main ‘street, Callander, Ont. A 

Grand Trunk Railway Company’s crossing between Aspdin and Huntsville on town line 
between Stisted and Stephenson; applieation Miss G. Lakeman as to dangerous con- 
dition of. 

Grand Valley Rai lway Company, anomalous ‘position of. c 

Grouard, Right Rev., et al., application for settlers’ rates on shipments from “Wastern 
Canada. 


Guest, W. J., Fish Company, complaint re express ‘rates on ’ fresh ‘fish. from ‘Vancouver to 
Winnipeg. : 


Hamilton Radial Plectr ic Railway ‘Company re G rand. Trunk ‘Railway "interchange at 
Burlington, Ont. ». Gl aga ecb aed eae Bice Pia ae el eee eee as en 

Hamilton, S. A., Co., Ltd. application for Canadian Pacific Railway spur Prairie Heights, 

Hamilton, S. A., Co., Ltd., application for transfer track between Canadian Northern 
Railway and Canadian Pacific Railway at Howick or for joint freight tariff on coal 
by Canadian Northern Railway and Canadian Pacific Railway. 

Hamilton and Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway, spur across Victoria avenue south. 

Hamilton Street Railway Comnvany application to cross Grand Trunk Railway on Kenil- 
worth avenue. Se aN PED Ta ME hen Ee ts ot 

Hepworth Silica Pr essed ‘Br ick ‘Company, application to direct Grand Trunk ee to 
construct spur to; also complaint against switching rate.. .. a Ace bra eae 

Hull Electric Railway Company application for approval standard ~ passenger “rate of 
2% cents a mile. oon 

Humberstone Township application to direct ‘Granda Trunk Railway to construct ‘suitable 
culverts under railway. 

Imperial Oil Company, Ltd., application for ‘reduction. in carload ‘freight rates on petr oleum 
and products from Vancouver east to Alberta points. 

Independent Telephone Company v. Bell Telephone Company. . 

Independent Van and Storage Company complaint re rates on household effects. 

Keele street, Toronto, re maintenance of subway under Canadian Pacific Railway. 

Lachine, Que., protection at 18th street. i Pep “oo, iene. ign hare auc, Polke tienen 

Lachine, Jacques-Cartier and Maisonneuve Railway: application for approval of location 
from point on St. Catharines street, Montreal, to connection with Grand Trunk Rail- 
way near Jacques Cartier Junction. 

Lachine, pomey y. Cartier and Maisonneuve Railway er ossing certain ‘streets | in “Montreal, 
Que. 

Lehnhart, a Ww. "Mazenoa, Sask. Ke complaint re movement of carload. of machinery . ¢ 

Listowel, Ont., application for interchange track between Canadian Pacific Railway ‘and 
Grand Trunk Railway. 

London. Railway Commission on ‘pehalf of London and “Port. Stanley Railway, ‘application 
for approval of clearances. 


Manitoba Sand and Gravel Company app lication. Tre ‘Grand Trunk Pacific Railway rates on 


INDEX 
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Massey Harris Company, et (ale v. Canadian Northern and Grand Trunk Pacific Railway 
Companies re spur tracks. X 

pr eee A. H., Calgary, Cot taint re charge of Canadian Pacific Railway « on shipment of 
cattle. Meio 

McPherson, J. H., application. for Canadian Pacific "Railway siding to “stone ‘uarry, ‘Gore 
of Puslinch, Ont. 

Milton Pressed Brick ‘Company, complaint ‘against Canadian Pacific Railway holding up 
double track construction between Toronto and Guelph Junction. Gice, asic eine beeraulees 

Mixed carloads of foreign and native liquors, groceries and dried fr uits.. Scape Pree Aris 

Montreal Board of Trade application to reinstate mixed carload commodity rates. Bae 

Montreal Light, Heat and Power Company, application to lay gas pipe across Grand Aue unk 
Railway property near western end of Turcot Yards. 

Montreal, Que., application to open up certain streets in Longue Point Ward over Canadiam 
Northern Quebec Railway. 

Moosejaw Board of Trade’s complaint re ‘coal rates. 

Napanee and Deseronto train service. i 

North Himsworth complaint re the encroachment the. dock ‘siding of the "Grand Trunk 
Railway has made on Main street, Callender, Ont. 

Oliver Township complaint re inadequate train service ‘of Canadian Pacific. Railway. ; 

Ontario Department of Public Works, application re crossing Canadian Pacific Railway, lot 
10, con. 3, township of Burwash. A 

Ozias, C. W., et al., complaint re closing of Mazeppa “Station, Alta, 

Park Avenue crossing over Canadian Pacific Railway, Montreal. 

Parry Sound, Ont., application re ch at Armstrong street ‘under " Canadian “Pacific 
Railway. 

Patrick, T. Ey Souris, “Man. - ‘complaint. ag sainst Canadian Pacific Railway refusing ‘to place 
eais on aiding into his lumber yard. P 

Picton Board of Trade, et al., complaint re train ‘and. mail service on ‘the Canadian 
Northern Ontario Railway. 

Port Hope Telephone Company, ‘application. for " connection ‘with Bell Telephone Company 
in town of Bowmanville, Ont.. . ER aR te ey at Cayce. iS) 

Quebec Oriental Railway Company, complaint ‘as ‘to service of. ; 

Railway company applies to have Board take action against a conductor. 

Riverside Lumber Company, Calgary, complaint re Canadian Pacific rates. A 

Roberts, E. W., complaint re refusal of Canadian Pacific Railway to establish winter 
freight rate on “rough, unpeeled pulpwood ” 

Rogers, G. T., complaint against ee aie by Canadian Pacific. Railway « on car ‘of settlers 
effects. s 

Rosetown, Sask., application for “transfer track between. Canadian Pacific Railway ‘and 
Canadian Northern Railway. 4 

Seventeenth avenue, Moosejaw, Sask., protection where Canadian Pacific Railway: crosses. 

Shephard Local Improvement, application for nas crossing over Canadian Pacific 
Railway. E 

Shragge, B., Application for ‘Canadian Pacific Railway spur “to "war ehouse, Winnipeg, Man. 

Smart- Woods, Ltd., complaint that delivering carriers disclaim responsibility for shortage 
when received “short” from their connections. Shee eat 

St. Mary’s Horse Shoe Quarry v. Grand Trunk Railway, re operation of siding. j 

St. Louis, Saskatchewan, siding , Grand Trunk Pacific. alee aisha se . 
oe ee 

Standard railway fences. 

Standard regulations ré opening ‘of ‘new lines. 

“Station agents, re discontinuing employment of. 

Stettler Board of Trade, Alberta, application to direct ‘Canadian Pacific Railway and ‘Can- 
adian Northern Railway to provide transfer track. Sep Se 

Storage of merchandise by railway companies at Fort William and Port Arthur. 

Streetsville, Ont., subway under Canadian Pacific erred: ee ke 

Syndicate avenue subway, Fort William, re paving of.. . ies 

Taylor Milling and Elevator Company, of Lethbridge, elean “eomplaint re rates. é 

Toronto Board of Trade, et al., complaint re Grand Trunk Railway’s refusal to accept 
from Canadian Northern Railway carload freight requiring team track delivery at 


Toronto. A : ’ 
Trenton, Ont., Buplication oe interchange. petween Canadian "Northern Railway and ‘Gan- 


adian Pacific Railway at Trenton. «v5.41 a shogun eas ste pete a1) ae in a 

Vancouver and North Vancouver, B.C., ‘complaint against Canadian Pacific Hhailway Com- 
pany changing plans of North Vancouver Ferry Pedestrian subway. Rabie at Ate 

Victoriaville, Que., re extension of Albert street over Grand Trunk Railway. 

Welland County, application to rescind or der authorizing Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo 
Railway to divert four highways. Sorchhens 

Winnipeg, Man., Talbot avenue subway where ‘Canadian Pacific Railway crosses. 

Winnipeg, Man., re subway at Salter street where Canadian Pacific Railway crosses. 

Winnipeg, Man., application for subway at Maple street. ; - 

Wolfville Milling Company, application to determine responsibility for. maintenance of spur 
to their property... . 

Wood, W. J., complaint against ‘mixed: train ‘ser 
Winnipeg and Riverton.. .. 

Yukon Gold Company, application ‘to require its ‘tracks. 

Yukon Gold Sela apple to require Klondike Mines Railway ‘Gompa 
gES TTACKS 2+. genes ¢ Vol pat Maly ek Oh rmsitey ole cdeate age) elated site Metexemue® 


evice of Canadian Pacific Railway between 


ny to elevate 
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